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The  rules  are  codified  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations  in  this  system — 


Title 

Code  of  State  Regulations 

Division 

Chapter 

Rule 
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CSR 

10- 

1. 

010 

Department 

Agency,  Division 

General  area  regulated 

Specific  area  regulated 

They  are  properly  cited  by  using  the  full  citation  , i.e.,  1 CSR  10-1.010. 

Each  department  of  state  government  is  assigned  a title.  Each  agency  or  division  within  the  department  is  assigned  a division  number.  The  agency  then  groups  its  rules 
into  general  subject  matter  areas  called  chapters  and  specific  areas  called  rules.  Within  a rule,  the  first  breakdown  is  called  a section  and  is  designated  as  (1).  Subsection 
is  (A)  with  further  breakdown  into  paragraph  1.,  subparagraph  A.,  part  (I),  subpart  (a),  item  I.  and  subitem  a. 


RSMo — The  most  recent  version  of  the  statute  containing  the  section  number  and  the  date. 
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Under  this  heading  will  appear  the  text  of  proposed  rules 
and  changes.  The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
required  to  contain  an  explanation  of  any  new  rule  or  any 
change  in  an  existing  rule  and  the  reasons  therefor.  This  is  set 
out  in  the  Purpose  section  with  each  rule.  Also  required  is  a 
citation  to  the  legal  authority  to  make  rules.  This  appears  fol- 
lowing the  text  of  the  rule,  after  the  word  “Authority.” 

Entirely  new  rules  are  printed  without  any  special  symbol- 
ogy under  the  heading  of  proposed  rule.  If  an  existing 
rule  is  to  be  amended  or  rescinded,  it  will  have  a heading  of 
proposed  amendment  or  proposed  rescission.  Rules  which 
are  proposed  to  be  amended  will  have  new  matter  printed  in 
boldface  type  and  matter  to  be  deleted  placed  in  brackets. 

An  important  function  of  the  Missouri  Register  is  to  solicit 
and  encourage  public  participation  in  the  rulemaking 
process.  The  law  provides  that  for  every  proposed  rule, 
amendment,  or  rescission  there  must  be  a notice  that  anyone 
may  comment  on  the  proposed  action.  This  comment  may 
take  different  forms. 

If  an  agency  is  required  by  statute  to  hold  a public  hearing 
before  making  any  new  rules,  then  a Notice  of  Public 
Hearing  will  appear  following  the  text  of  the  rule.  Hearing 
dates  must  be  at  least  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  the 
notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  If  no  hearing  is  planned  or 
required,  the  agency  must  give  a Notice  to  Submit 
Comments.  This  allows  anyone  to  file  statements  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  action  with  the  agency 
within  a specified  time,  no  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  after  pub- 
lication of  the  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register. 

An  agency  may  hold  a public  hearing  on  a rule  even 
though  not  required  by  law  to  hold  one.  If  an  agency 
allows  comments  to  be  received  following  the  hearing  date, 
the  close  of  comments  date  will  be  used  as  the  beginning  day 
in  the  ninety-  (90-)  day-count  necessary  for  the  filing  of  the 
order  of  rulemaking. 

If  an  agency  decides  to  hold  a public  hearing  after  planning 
not  to,  it  must  withdraw  the  earlier  notice  and  file  a new 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and  schedule  a hearing  for  a 
date  not  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  the  new  notice. 


Proposed  Amendment  Text  Reminder: 

Boldface  text  indicates  new  matter. 

[Bracketed  text  indicates  matter  being  deleted.] 

Title  2— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Division  90— Weights  and  Measures 
Chapter  10— Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

2 CSR  90-10.001  Definitions  and  General  Provisions.  The  com- 
mission is  adding  new  subsections  (1)(M)  and  (N)  and  relettering  as 
needed. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  adds  new  definitions. 

(1)  Definitions.  The  following  words  and  phrases  shall  mean: 

(M)  “Propane  autogas  dispenser,”  an  assembly,  equipped  with 
low  emission  transfer  connections,  specifically  for  dispensing  liq- 
uid propane  into  containers  permanently  mounted  on  over  the 
road  vehicles; 

(N)  “Propane  dispenser,”  an  assembly  of  equipment  in  which 


LP-Gas  is  stored  and  dispensed  into  portable  or  vehicular  mount- 
ed containers; 

[(M)]( O)  “Public  member,”  a member  of  the  commission  who  is  a 
resident  of  Missouri,  is  a user  of  odorized  propane,  and  is  not  related 
by  the  third  degree  of  consanguinity  to  any  retailer  or  wholesale  dis- 
tributor of  propane; 

[(N)](P)  “Retail  marketer,”  a business  engaged  primarily  in  selling 
propane  gas,  its  appliances,  and  equipment  to  the  ultimate  consumer 
or  to  retail  propane  dispensers; 

[( 0)](Q)  “Transport,”  combination  vehicle  or  vehicle  used  to  haul 
propane  for  non-metered  delivery;  and 

[(P) 7(R)  “Wholesaler,”  “broker,”  or  “reseller,”  a seller  of  propane 
who  is  not  a producer  and  who  does  not  sell  propane  to  the  ultimate 
consumer. 

AUTHORITY:  section  323.010,  RSMo  Supp.  [2012]  2013.  Original 
rule  filed  Oct.  15,  2008,  effective  March  30,  2009.  Amended:  Filed 
June  13,  2011,  effective  Jan.  30,  2012.  Amended:  Filed  June  26, 
2012,  effective  Jan.  30,  2013.  Amended:  Filed  June  16,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  Tins  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Propane  Gas  Commission,  4110  Country  Club  Drive,  Suite 
200,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  2— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Division  90— Weights  and  Measures 
Chapter  10— Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

2 CSR  90-10.011  Inspection  Authority — Duties.  The  commission 
is  updating  section  (3). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  updates  the  newly  adopted  National 
Fire  Protection  Association  publications. 

(3)  The  standards  for  storage  and  handling  of  LP  gases  and  the  stan- 
dards for  the  installation  of  gas  appliances  and  gas  piping  as  pub- 
lished in  the  National  Fire  Protection  Association  publications, 
Numbers  54,  [2012]  2015  edition;  58,  [2011]  2014  edition;  and 
1192,  [2011]  2014  edition.  All  publications  are  published  by  the 
National  Fire  Protection  Association,  1 Batterymarch  Park,  Quincy, 
MA  02269-9101,  which  are  incorporated  by  reference,  and  will  be 
adhered  to  by  the  inspection  authority  in  the  course  of  administering 
its  duties.  This  rule  does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amendments 
or  additions  to  the  referenced  material.  These  are  adopted  as  rules  in 
2 CSR  90-10.020,  2 CSR  90-10.040,  2 CSR  90-10.060,  and  2 CSR 
90-10.090. 

AUTHORITY:  section  323.020,  RSMo  Supp.  [2012]  2013.  Original 
ride  filed  July  13,  1977,  effective  Nov.  11,  1977.  For  intervening  his- 
tory, please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed 
June  16,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
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in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  fde  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Propane  Gas  Commission,  4110  Country  Club  Drive,  Suite 
200,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  2— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Division  90— Weights  and  Measures 
Chapter  10— Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

2 CSR  90-10.020  NFPA  Manual  No.  54,  National  Fuel  Gas  Code. 
The  commission  is  updating  section  (1). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  updates  the  newly  adopted  National 
Fire  Protection  Association  publications. 

(1)  Standards  contained  in  National  Fire  Protection  Association 
(NFPA)  Manual  No.  54,  National  Fuel  Gas  Code,  [201 2]  2015  edi- 
tion, published  by  the  National  Fire  Protection  Association,  1 
Batterymarch  Park,  Quincy,  MA  02269-9101,  are  incorporated  herein 
by  reference.  This  rule  does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amend- 
ments or  additions  to  the  referenced  material.  The  balance  of  this  rule 
sets  forth  requirements  for  liquefied  petroleum  gas  (LP  gas)  applica- 
tions not  covered  in  the  manual.  The  scope  of  National  Fire  Protection 
Association  (NFPA)  Manual  No.  54,  National  Fuel  Gas  Code,  [201 2] 
2015  edition,  is  to  develop  fire  safety  codes,  standards,  recommended 
practices,  and  manuals,  as  may  be  considered  desirable,  covering  the 
installation  of  piping  and  appliances  using  fuel  gases  such  as  natural 
gas,  manufactured  gas,  liquefied  petroleum  gas,  and  liquefied  petro- 
leum gas-air  mixture. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  261. 023. 6.  [,  RSMo  2000,]  and  [section] 
323.020,  RSMo  Supp.  [201 2]  2013.  Original  rule  filed  Jan.  24, 
1968,  effective  Feb.  3,  1968.  For  intervening  history,  please  consult 
the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June  16,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Propane  Gas  Commission,  4110  Country  Club  Drive,  Suite 
200,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  2— DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Division  90— Weights  and  Measures 
Chapter  10— Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

2 CSR  90-10.040  NFPA  Manual  No.  58,  Storage  and  Handling  of 
Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases.  The  commission  is  updating  section  (1). 


PURPOSE:  This  amendment  updates  the  newly  adopted  National 
Fire  Protection  Association  publications. 

(1)  This  rule  incorporates  by  reference  National  Fire  Protection 
Association  (NFPA)  Manual  No.  58,  Storage  and  Handling  of 
Liquefied  Petroleum  Gases,  [2011]  2015  edition,  published  by  the 
National  Fire  Protection  Association,  1 Batterymarch  Park,  Quincy, 
MA  02269-9101,  as  the  current  standard  for  the  storage  and  handling 
of  liquefied  petroleum  gases  (LP  gas).  This  rule  does  not  incorporate 
any  subsequent  amendments  or  additions  to  the  referenced  material. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  261. 023. 6.  [,  RSMo  2000,]  and  [section] 
323.020,  RSMo  Supp.  [2012]  2013.  Original  rule  filed  Jan.  24, 
1968,  effective  Feb.  3,  1968.  For  intervening  history,  please  consult 
the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June  16,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Propane  Gas  Commission,  4110  Country  Club  Drive,  Suite 
200,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  4— Wildlife  Code:  General  Provisions 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-4.110  General  Prohibition;  Applications.  The  commis- 
sion proposes  to  amend  section  (1)  of  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  further  clarifies  terminology  within  the 
rule  with  respect  to  wildlife  raised  or  held  in  captivity.  The 
Conservation  Commission  has  constitutional  authority  over  all  bird, 
fish,  game,  forestry,  and  wildlife  resources  of  the  state. 

(1)  No  bird,  fish,  crayfish,  mussel,  amphibian,  reptile,  mammal,  or 
other  form  of  wildlife,  including  wildlife  raised  or  held  in  captivi- 
ty, or  their  homes,  dens,  nests,  eggs,  and  larvae  in  Missouri  shall  be 
molested,  pursued,  taken,  hunted,  trapped,  tagged,  marked,  enticed, 
poisoned,  killed,  transported,  stored,  served,  bought,  sold,  given 
away,  accepted,  possessed,  propagated,  imported,  exported,  or  liber- 
ated to  the  wild  in  any  manner,  number,  part,  parcel,  or  quantity,  at 
any  time,  except  as  specifically  permitted  by  these  rules  and  any  laws 
consistent  with  Article  IV,  sections  40-46  of  the  Constitution  of 
Missouri ; however,  this  Code  shall  not  apply  to  other  invertebrates 
except  as  specifically  provided. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  TV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June  26,  1975,  effective 
July  7,  1975.  For  internetting  history,  please  consult  the  Code  of 
State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 
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NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0180.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.220  Wildlife  Confinement  Standards.  The  commis- 
sion proposes  to  amend  sections  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  Appendix  A, 
amend  subsection  (1)(C);  add  section  (5),  renumber  subsequent  sec- 
tions, amend  new  sections  (6),  (7),  and  (8),  and  amend  new  subsec- 
tions (6)(A),  and  (6)(C)  of  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  provides  clarification,  detailed  enclo- 
sure specifications  for  the  confinement  of  cervids,  and  disallows  the 
confinement  of  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule 
deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  in  mobile  exhibits  and  auction  facilities. 
As  part  of  this  amendment,  the  commission  invites  the  public  to 
specifically  comment  on  whether  the  proposed  fencing  standards  con- 
tained in  3 CSR  10-9.220(3)  should  be  applied  to  all  existing  per- 
mittees, and  if  so,  what  timeframe,  if  any,  should  be  allowed  for  per- 
mittees to  bring  their  facility  into  compliance  with  the  proposed  fenc- 
ing standards. 

This  amendment  provides  for  clarification  of  the  rule  with  respect 
to  wildlife.  The  Consen’ation  Commission  has  constitutional  author- 
ity over  all  bird,  fish,  game,  forestry,  and  wildlife  resources  of  the 
state. 

Chronic  Wasting  Disease  (CWD)  is  a disease  that  infects  deer  and 
other  members  of  the  deer  family.  It  is  transmitted  by  prions,  which 
are  abnormal  proteins  that  attack  the  nen’ous  system,  and  is  always 
fatal  to  the  infected  animal.  CWD  is  spread  both  directly  from  deer 
to  deer  and  indirectly  to  deer  from  infected  soil  and  other  surfaces. 
CWD  prions  accumulate  in  the  brain,  spinal  cord,  eyes,  spleen,  and 
lymph  nodes  of  infected  animals.  Once  well  established  in  an  area, 
CWD  is  impossible  to  eradicate.  States  with  CWD  must  focus  on  lim- 
iting the  spread  of  the  disease  and  preventing  its  introduction  to  new 
areas.  CWD  could  substantially  reduce  infected  cervid  populations 
by  lowering  adult  survival  rates  and  destabilizing  long-term  popula- 
tion dynamics. 

Infectious  diseases  such  as  CWD  threaten  Missouri’s  deer  herd, 
Missouri ’s  nearly  five  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  (520, 000)  deer 
hunters,  millions  of  wildlife  watchers,  thousands  of  landowners, 
twelve  thousand  (12,000)  Missouri  jobs,  and  hundreds  of  businesses 
and  communities  that  depend  on  the  approximately  one  (1)  billion 
dollars  boost  in  economic  activity  related  to  deer  hunting  and 
watching. 

Dtere  is  currently  no  approved  live  animal  test  for  CWD,  tests  can 
only  be  peiformed  on  dead  animals.  Additionally,  there  is  a lag-time 
between  infection  and  detection  based  on  current  methods.  Dterefore, 
it  is  not  possible  to  determine  the  disease  status  of  individual  animals. 
The  current  federal  CWD-herd  certification  program  is  simply  a means 
of  reducing  risk  by  monitoring  a herd  by  testing  for  disease  in  animals 
from  a herd  that  die.  It  does  not  indicate  a disease-free  status  for  any 
herd;  it  only  establishes  a level  of  risk  associated  with  each  particular 
herd.  Consequently,  it  is  crucial  to  reduce  the  risk  of  infection  and 
spreading  of  the  disease.  This  regulation  is  intended  to  reduce  the 
spread  of  CWD  and  other  diseases  by  limiting  deer  to  deer  contact 
through  more  effective  barriers  between  captive  and  free-ranging 
deer. 

The  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD  in  Missouri  were  found  in  2010  and 
2011  at  two  (2)  private  big-game  hunting  preserves  in  Linn  and 


Macon  counties.  Following  those  discoveries,  the  first  two  (2)  cases 
of  CWD  in  free-ranging  deer  were  confirmed  in  2012  in  northwest 
Macon  County.  To  date,  Missouri ’s  confirmed  cases  of  CWD  total 
ele\>en  (11)  in  captive  deer  from  the  private  hunting  presences  and  ten 
(10)  in  free-ranging  deer  harvested  in  Macon  County. 

Movement  of  animals  between  captive  facilities  elevates  the  risk  of 
further  spreading  the  disease  to  new  areas  of  the  state.  Initial  reports 
of  CWD  outbreaks  in  numerous  states,  including  Missouri,  have 
occurred  at  captive  breeding  sites.  In  the  past  nine  (9)  years,  the 
number  of  states  with  confirmed  CWD  in  free-ranging  deer  and  elk 
has  nearly  doubled  from  eight  (8)  to  fifteen  (15).  In  captive  herds, 
CWD  has  expanded  from  twenty-seven  (27)  to  thirty-nine  (39)  in  cap- 
tive elk  herds  and  from  two  (2)  to  seventeen  (17)  in  captive  deer 
herds.  Once  CWD  has  been  identified  in  a state,  the  documentation 
of  CWD  in  both  captive  and  free-ranging  animals  indicates  that  dis- 
ease transmission  has  occurred  between  those  groups  of  animals. 

Current  fencing  standards  are  not  sufficient  to  eliminate  the  risk  of 
captive  cervid  escapes  from  captive  facilities  or  the  possibility  of  deer 
to  deer  contact  through  the  fence.  Approximately  one  hundred  fifty 
(150)  escaped  cen’ids  have  been  reported  by  breeding  and  big  game 
hunting  preserve  facilities  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Conservation 
over  the  last  three  (3)  years.  Published  research  from  Michigan  sug- 
gests that  double  fencing  will  reduce  direct  contact  between  free-rang- 
ing and  captive  cervids  via  escapes  and  nose  to  nose  contact,  and  will 
likely  reduce  risk  of  transmission  through  indirect  routes 
(VerCauteren,  Kurt  C. , et  al.  2007.  Fence-Line  Contact  Between  Wild 
and  Farmed  White-Tailed  Deer  in  Michigan:  Potential  for  Disease 
Transmission.  The  Journal  of  Wildlife  Management  71:1603-1606). 

Die  proposed  amendment  exempts  facilities  currently  permitted  by 
the  department  to  hold  cervids  from  the  new  fencing  standards.  A 
newly  permitted  facility  or  an  existing  facility  permitted  by  the 
department  to  hold  cen’ids  which  expands  the  current  perimeter 
fence  of  that  facility  will  be  required  to  comply  with  the  new  fencing 
standards.  The  department  listened  to  comments  from  breeders  dur- 
ing public  meetings  in  2013  that  the  fencing  standards  (double  fenc- 
ing with  the  perimeter  fence  at  ten  (10)  feet)  would  be  too  onerous 
for  existing  facilities.  The  proposed  amendment  represents  a com- 
promise that  still  provides  risk  management  for  the  future,  while  con- 
sidering the  burden  on  current  facilitates. 

Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  Permits  are  also  used  by  auc- 
tion houses  and  other  businesses  that  serve  as  “brokers"  for  cen’ids 
that  are  bought  and  sold.  Matty  animals  may  move  through  facilities 
owned  by  these  businesses  and  may  be  held  in  confined  areas  that 
have  recently  held  animals  from  herds  of  variable  disease  status. 
Existing  Wildlife  Breeder  Permit  regulations  were  not  designed  to 
address  such  operations  and  may  not  adequately  describe  the  condi- 
tions under  which  these  businesses  should  be  operated. 

77 tis  proposed  amendment  also  makes  an  editorial  change  to 
Appendix  A and  reorganizes  the  order  of  a section  for  clarification. 

(1)  Cages,  pens,  or  other  enclosures  for  confining  [wild  animals] 
wildlife  shall  be  well  braced,  securely  fastened  to  the  floor  or 
ground,  covered  with  a top  as  required,  and  constructed  with  mater- 
ial of  sufficient  strength  to  prevent  escape.  Animals  may  not  be 
released  to  the  wild  and  must  be  confined  at  all  times  in  cages,  pens, 
or  enclosures  except  in  lead  or  drag  races  or  birds  held  under  a fal- 
conry permit  or  as  otherwise  permitted  in  this  chapter.  Except  for 
unweaned  young,  Class  II  wildlife  and  bobcat,  American  badger, 
coyote,  red  fox,  and  gray  fox  may  not  roam  freely  anywhere  within 
a residence  or  inhabited  dwelling.  The  following  requirements  shall 
be  met: 

(C)  Captive  wildlife  shall  be  fed  daily,  or  as  required,  with  a diet 
appropriate  to  the  species  and  the  age,  size,  and  condition  of  the  ani- 
mal. Feeding  containers  shall  be  kept  clean  and  uneaten  food  removed 
within  a reasonable  time. 

(2)  Cages,  pens,  or  other  enclosures  for  Class  I wildlife  shall  meet 
the  following  standards: 
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Species 

Minimum 

Enclosure 
Space 
(sq.  ft.) 

Space  Per 
Each 

Additional 
Animal 
(sq.  ft.) 

Enclosure 

Height 

(ft.) 

(A)  American  Badger 

30 

6 

4 

(B)  Beaver 

40 

8 

5 

(C)  Bobcat 

32 

8 

6 

(D)  Coyote 

80 

25 

6 

(E)  E.  Cottontail  Rabbit 

15 

3 

3 

(F)  Fox  Squirrel 

9 

3 

4 

(G)  Gray  Fox 

40 

8 

5 

(H)  Gray  Squirrel 

9 

3 

4 

(I)  Groundhog 

12 

3 

5 

(J)  Mink 

9 

3 

2 

(K)  Muskrat 

12 

5 

3 

(L)  Nine-Banded  Armadillo 

12 

4 

2 

(M)  Otter 

36 

6 

4 

(N)  Raccoon 

24 

6 

5 

(O)  Red  Fox 

40 

8 

5 

(P)  Virginia  Opossum 

12 

3 

3 

(Q)  Weasel 

9 

3 

2 

(R)  White-tailed  Deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids 

500 

125 

[8] See  3 CSR 
10-9.220  (3) 

(3)  [Cages,  pens  or  other  enclosures  for  confining  Class  // 
wildlife  shall  be  constructed  to  prevent  direct  physical  contact 
with  the  public.  At  a minimum,  this  may  be  accomplished  by 
a secondary  barrier  of  wire  mesh  no  smaller  than  eleven  and 
one-half  (11  1/2)  gauge  with  openings  of  no  more  than  nine 
(9)  square  inches,  with  a minimum  distance  of  three  feet  (3') 
between  animal  cage  and  public  and  a minimum  height  of  six 
feet  (6').  Doors  shall  remain  locked  at  all  times  with  appro- 
priate locks  and  chains.  Enclosures  shall  be  constructed  with 
a den,  nest  box  or  connected  housing  unit  that  can  be  dosed 
off  and  locked  with  the  animal  inside,  or  be  a divided  cage 
with  a door  between  the  compartments,  to  allow  servicing 
and  cleaning.  The  enclosure  mesh  size  or  spacing  of  bars  shall 
be  sufficient  to  prevent  escape.  A barrier  system  of  wet  or  dry 
moats  or  structures,  as  approved  by  the  American  Association 
of  Zoological  Parks  and  Aquariums,  will  meet  these  require- 
ments. 

(A)  Class  II  wildlife  shall  be  confined  in  cages,  pens,  enclo- 
sures or  in  buildings  of  sufficient  strength  with  restraints 
affixed  to  all  windows,  doors  or  other  means  of  entry  or  exit. 

(B)  Cages,  pens  or  other  enclosures  for  Class  II  wildlife 
shall  meet  the  standards  outlined  in  Appendix  A of  this  rule, 
which  is  included  herein.]  Cages,  pens,  or  other  enclosures  of 
individuals  permitted  to  hold  cervids  prior  to  November  30, 
2014,  shall  be  at  least  a single  enclosure  that  extends  at  least  a 
minimum  of  eight  feet  (8')  high,  shall  be  maintained  in  a condi- 
tion to  prevent  an  escape,  and  the  permit  holder  shall  fell  all  dead 
trees  with  a height  greater  than  the  distance  to  the  perimeter 
fence  on  land(s)  under  his/her  control.  New  permits  for  holding 
captive  cervids  on  or  after  November  30,  2014,  will  be  limited  to 
individuals  who  meet  the  following  fencing  and  holding  require- 
ments: 

(A)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  rule,  facilities  shall  be 
double  fenced.  Space  between  the  facility’s  perimeter  fence  and 
any  interior  fence  shall  be  maintained  in  a cleared,  open  condi- 
tion at  least  ten  feet  (10')  and  no  more  than  twenty  feet  (20') 
apart  for  the  primary  span  of  fence  and  no  more  than  fifty  feet 
(50')  apart  for  turnarounds  and  corners  and  shall  be  construct- 
ed in  accordance  with  the  following: 

1.  Perimeter  fences  shall  extend  at  least  a minimum  of  ten 
feet  (10')  high  for  its  entire  length,  and  consist  of  twelve  and  one- 
half  (12  1/2)  gauge  woven  wire,  fourteen  and  one-half  (14  1/2) 
gauge  high-tensile  woven  wire,  wood  planks,  or  chain  link. 
Strands  of  barbed  wire  shall  not  be  used  to  achieve  the  maximum 


required  height. 

2.  All  interior  fencing  shall  extend  at  least  a minimum  of 
eight  feet  (8')  high  for  its  entire  length,  and  consist  of  twelve  and 
one-half  (12  1/2)  gauge  woven  wire,  fourteen  and  one-half  (14 
1/2)  gauge  high-tensile  woven  wire,  wood  planks,  or  chain  link. 
Strands  of  barbed  wire  shall  not  be  used  to  achieve  the  maximum 
required  height. 

3.  Spacing  between  vertical  wires  and  wooden  planks  shall 
not  exceed  six  and  one-half  inches  (6  1/2"). 

4.  If  two  (2)  woven  wire  fences  are  combined,  one  (1)  above 
the  other,  the  woven  wire  fences  shall  be  overlapped  at  least  six 
inches  (6")  and  firmly  attached  to  each  other  at  intervals  no 
greater  than  three  feet  (3'). 

5.  The  fence  bottoms  shall  be  installed  to  provide  not  more 
than  three  inches  (3")  of  ground  clearance  for  its  entire  length. 

(B)  Right-of-way. 

1.  The  fence  right-of-way  shall  be  cleared  for  a minimum 
distance  of  six  feet  (6')  on  the  outside  of  the  perimeter  fence  and 
six  feet  (6')  on  the  inside  of  the  interior  fencing. 

2.  All  dead  trees  with  a height  greater  than  the  distance  to 
the  perimeter  fence  shall  be  felled. 

(C)  Fence  posts. 

1.  Fence  posts  shall  extend  at  least  a minimum  of  eight  feet 
(8')  high  for  interior  fencing,  and  at  least  ten  feet  (10')  high  for 
perimeter  fencing,  and  shall  be  of  sufficient  strength  to  maintain 
fence  integrity. 

2.  Pine  wood  posts  shall  be  treated. 

3.  Wood  and  steel  pipe  posts  shall  be  set  to  a minimum  depth 
of  three  feet  (3'). 

4.  Metal  T-posts  shall  be  installed  according  to  manufactur- 
ers’ specifications. 

5.  Metal  U-posts  shall  be  of  a sufficient  strength  to  support 
the  fence. 

(D)  Line  posts. 

1.  Wooden  line  posts  shall  be  a minimum  of  four  inches  (4") 
in  diameter  and  shall  not  be  spaced  more  than  twenty-four  feet 
(24')  apart. 

2.  Steel  pipe  line  posts  shall— 

A.  Be  a minimum  of  two  and  three-eighths  inches  (2  3/8") 
in  outside  diameter;  and 

B.  Not  spaced  more  than  twenty-four  feet  (24')  apart. 

3.  Metal  “T”  and  “U”  line  posts  shall  be  spaced  no  more 
than  twenty  feet  (20’)  apart. 

4.  If  the  woven  wire  is  not  high  tensile,  there  shall  be  a wood- 
en or  steel  pipe  post  every  sixty  feet  (60'). 

5.  Line  braces  shall  be  used  at  least  every  one  thousand  feet 
(1000')  of  straight  line  distance  and,  if  necessary,  at  shorter  inter- 
vals to  sufficiently  support  the  fence. 

(E)  Corner  and  end  posts. 

1.  Wooden  corner  and  end  posts  shall  be  a minimum  of  five 
inches  (5")  in  diameter. 

2.  Steel  pipe  corner  and  end  posts  shall  be  a minimum  of  two 
and  seven-eighths  inches  (2  7/8")  in  outside  diameter. 

3.  Corner  and  end  posts  of  other  materials  shall  be  of  suffi- 
cient strength  to  maintain  fence  integrity  and  must  be  approved 
by  the  department  prior  to  installation. 

4.  Corner  and  end  posts  must  be  set  in  concrete  and  braced 
in  a manner  to  sufficiently  support  the  fence. 

(F)  Gates  shall  be— 

1.  Constructed  to  meet  the  specifications  of  the  fence; 

2.  Equipped  with  at  least  one  (1)  latching  and  one  (1)  lock- 
ing device;  and 

3.  Gate  support  posts  must  be  braced  in  a manner  to  suffi- 
ciently support  the  fence. 

(G)  Water  gaps  and  stream  crossings. 

1.  Swinging  water  gaps  and  stream  crossings  shall  be  con- 
structed to  equal  or  exceed  the  standards  of  the  fence. 

2.  These  crossings  shall  be  adequate  to  prevent  ingress  and 
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egress  during  high  water. 

3.  Permissible  water  gaps  are  as  follows: 

A.  Swinging  gates  constructed  to  match  the  contour  of  the 
stream  supported  by  a galvanized  steel  cable  or  hinge.  Cable  shall 
be  a minimum  of  five-eighths  inch  (5/8")  in  diameter; 

B.  Pipe  with  swinging  barrier; 

C.  Pipe  with  fixed  mesh  barrier;  and 

D.  Heavy  gauge  woven  barrier  contoured  to  fit  the  gap. 

(H)  If  topographic,  natural,  or  other  conditions  exist  that 
enable  cervids  to  pass  through,  under,  or  over  the  fence,  the  per- 
mit holder  shall  be  required  to  supplement  the  fence  with  addi- 
tional, stronger  or  higher  fence  posts,  special  grading,  addition- 
al wire  to  increase  fence  height,  or  other  measures  to  prevent 
escape. 

(I)  Fencing  shall  be  maintained  in  a condition  to  prevent  an 
escape  at  all  times. 

(5)  Cages,  pens,  or  other  enclosures  for  confining  Class  II  wildlife 
shall  be  constructed  to  prevent  direct  physical  contact  with  the 
public.  At  a minimum,  this  may  be  accomplished  by  a secondary 
barrier  of  wire  mesh  no  smaller  than  eleven  and  one-half  (11  1/2) 
gauge  with  openings  of  no  more  than  nine  (9)  square  inches,  with 
a minimum  distance  of  three  feet  (3')  between  animal  cage  and 
public  and  a minimum  height  of  six  feet  (6').  Doors  shall  remain 
locked  at  all  times  with  appropriate  locks  and  chains.  Enclosures 
shall  be  constructed  with  a den,  nest  box,  or  connected  housing 
unit  that  can  be  closed  off  and  locked  with  the  animal  inside,  or 
be  a divided  cage  with  a door  between  the  compartments,  to 
allow  servicing  and  cleaning.  The  enclosure  mesh  size  or  spacing 
of  bars  shall  be  sufficient  to  prevent  escape.  A barrier  system  of 
wet  or  dry  moats  or  structures,  as  approved  by  the  American 
Association  of  Zoological  Parks  and  Aquariums,  will  meet  these 
requirements. 

(A)  Class  II  wildlife  shall  be  confined  in  cages,  pens,  enclo- 
sures, or  in  buildings  of  sufficient  strength  with  restraints  affixed 
to  all  windows,  doors,  or  other  means  of  entry  or  exit. 

(B)  Cages,  pens,  or  other  enclosures  for  Class  II  wildlife  shall 
meet  the  standards  outlined  in  Appendix  A of  this  rule,  which  is 
included  herein. 

[( 5)7(6 ) Mobile  temporary  exhibit  and  wildlife  auction/sale  facilities 
may  be  used  to  confine  wildlife,  except  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  for  no  more 
than  fourteen  (14)  days  and  shall  meet  the  following  criteria: 

(A)  Facilities  shall  be  of  sufficient  size  to  ensure  that  each  animal 
or  compatible  groups  of  animals  can  stand  erect,  turn  about  freely, 
and  lie  naturally.  Facilities  shall  be  designed  to  provide  fresh  air,  be 
free  from  injurious  drafts  and  engine  exhaust  fumes,  and  provide 
adequate  protection  from  the  elements.  The  structural  strength  of  the 
facilities  shall  be  sufficient  to  contain  the  wildlife  and  to  withstand 
the  normal  rigors  of  transportation. 

(B)  Class  I wildlife  facilities  shall  contain  doors  that  are  locked 
when  unattended,  but  easily  accessible  at  all  times  for  emergency 
removal  of  the  wildlife. 

(C)  Facilities  for  Class  II  wildlife  and  bobcat,  American  badger, 
coyote,  red  fox,  and  gray  fox  shall  be  designed  to  prevent  direct  phys- 
ical contact  by  the  public  and  constructed  of  steel  or  case  hardened 
aluminum.  Facilities  must  have  at  least  two  (2)  openings  which  are 
easily  accessible  at  all  times  for  emergency  removal  of  the  wildlife. 
Doors  shall  be  locked  at  all  times. 

(D)  Venomous  reptiles  shall  only  be  transported  in  a strong 
escape-proof  enclosure  capable  of  withstanding  a strong  impact. 
Enclosures  shall  be  locked  and  prominently  labeled  with  the  owner’s 
full  name,  address,  telephone  number,  list  of  species  being  trans- 
ported, and  a sign  labeled  VENOMOUS. 


tinental  United  States,  shall  be  cared  for  and  confined  in  facilities 
that  provide  comparable  requirements  for  similar  size  animals  as  list- 
ed in  this  rule. 

[(7]](8)  Requirements  of  this  rule  shall  not  apply  to  wildlife  under 
the  care  of  a veterinarian  or  rehabilitation  center,  or  to  animals  legal- 
ly held  in  circuses,  publicly  owned  zoos,  American  Zoo  and 
Aquarium  Association  (AZA)  accredited  not-for-profit  facilities, 
bona  fide  research  facilities,  or  on  fur  farms  whose  sole  purposes  are 
to  sell  pelts  or  live  animals  to  other  fur  farms  and  whose  facilities 
meet  generally  accepted  fur  farming  industry  standards  and  adhere  to 
provisions  of  sections  (1),  [(3)]  (5),  and  [(5) ] (6)  of  this  rule. 

[( <9/7(9 ) Other  variations  from  requirements  of  this  rule  shall  be  only 
as  specifically  authorized  by  the  director. 


[( 6)](7 ) Other  wildlife  native  to  Missouri  not  listed  in  sections  (2) 
and  [(3)]  (5)  and  in  rule  3 CSR  10-9.110,  and  birds  native  to  the  con- 
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APPENDIX  A 

CAGE,  PEN  OR  OTHER  ENCLOSURE  STANDARDS  FOR  CLASS  II  WILDLIFE 
3 CSR  10-9.220  [<3j](5)  [Revised  06/24/96,  03/01/03,  03/01/07] 


Species 

Enclosure 
Space  (sq.  ft.) 

Space  per 
Each 

Additional 

Animal 

Enclosure 
Height  (feet) 

Cage  Material 

Black  Bear 
or  hybrids 

150 

50%  larger 

8(w/top) 

or 

10(w/o  top  - 
12  after 
3/03) 

Not  smaller  than  9 gauge  steel  chain 
link;  top  required  for  8-foot  enclosure; 
3-foot  lean-in  on  top  of  fence  acceptable 
for  10-foot  enclosure.  (For  enclosures 
constructed  after  3-1-03,  height  (without 
top)  must  be  12  feet  with  3-foot  lean-in 
on  top;  two  strands  of  hot  wire  (8000- 
10000  volt)  on  fence,  one  strand  on 
lean-in,  one  strand  along  bottom  or 
middle  of  fence;  4-inch  concrete  floor 
or  non-rust  9 gauge  chain  link  buried  2 
feet  and  angled  underground  toward 
enclosure  interior,  or  for  pens  anchored 
flush  with  ground,  3 -foot  interior  dig- 
out panel  required  at  ground  surface.) 

Mountain 
Lion  or 
hybrids 

200 

50%  larger 

8 

Not  smaller  than  1 1 gauge  steel  chain 
link;  top  required 

Wolf 
or  hybrids 

200 

50%  larger 

6 

Not  smaller  than  9 gauge  steel  chain 
link;  4-inch  concrete  floor  or  non-rust  9 
gauge  chain  link  buried  2 feet  and 
angled  underground  toward  enclosure 
interior,  or  for  pens  anchored  flush  with 
ground,  3-foot  interior  dig-out  panel 
required  at  ground  surface;  top 
required,  except  8-foot  fence  with  3-foot 
lean-in  acceptable  for  wolves. 

Venomous 

Snakes 

(Perimeter 
must  be  1 1/2 
times  length 
of  longest 
snake) 

25%  larger 

When  on  public  display  outside 
approved  confinement  facility,  any  side 
of  exhibit  cage  exposed  to  the  public 
shall  have  a double  glass  or  escape- 
proof  double  mesh  barrier  designed  to 
prevent  contact  between  venomous 
reptile  and  the  public. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  This  rule  was  previously  filed  as  3 CSR  10- 
3.020.  Original  rule  filed  Nov.  2,  1984,  effective  Feb.  11.  1985.  For 
intervening  history,  please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 
Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 


PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
up  to  an  estimated  $1,663,045  in  the  aggregate  annually  for  con- 
struction of  a second  perimeter  fence  in  addition  to  the  current  stan- 
dard for  new  facilities  and  current  facilities  choosing  to  expand  their 
perimeter  fence.  This  annual  aggregate  cost  also  includes  for  disal- 
lowing of  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or 
mule  deer-hybrids  to  be  confined  in  temporary  exhibits  or  auction 
facilities.  It  is  anticipated  the  size  of  new  breeding  facilities  and  the 
annual  number  of  new  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  Permit 
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applicants  will  vary  along  with  the  annual  aggregate  cost  over  the 
life  of  the  rule  and  that  fence  costs  will  vary  with  inflation  and  mar- 
ket. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0180.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  ENTITY  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Title:  3 - Department  of  Conservation 

Division:  1 0 Conservation  Commission 

Chapter:  9 Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges,  Permits,  Standards 

Type  of  Rulemaking:  Proposed  Amendment 

Rule  Number  and  Name:  3 CSR  10-9.220  Wildlife  Confinement  Standards 


II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which  would 
likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  rule: 

Classification  by  types  of 
the  business  entities  which 
would  likely  be  affected: 

Estimate  in  the  aggregate  as 
to  the  cost  of  compliance  with 
the  rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

A)  25 

A)  Class  1 Wildlife 

Breeders  permit  holders 
that  hold  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids 

A)  $308,425 

B)  1 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife 

Breeder  permit  holders 
that  hold  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids. 

B)  $12,337 

C)  11 

C)  Big  Game  Hunting 

Preserve  permit  holders. 

C)  $1,335,103 

D)  1 

D)  Auction  facilities 

with  live  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  held  on  premises 

D)  $7,180 

Total:  $1,663,045 
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III.  WORKSHEET 

A)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

{[[($3,719  expense  for  a class  I wildlife  breeder  fence)  + ($7,200  expense  for  creek 
crossing)  + ($1 ,41 8 expense  for  1 0-foot  tall  gates)]*[(25  Class  I Wildlife  Breeders 
permit)]]}  = 

{[[$12,337]*[25]]}= 

$308,425 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

{[[($3,719  expense  for  a class  II  wildlife  breeder  fence)  + ($7,200  expense  for  creek 
crossing)  + ($1 ,418  expense  for  10-foot  tall  gates)]*[(1  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeders 
permit)]]}  = 

{[[$12,337]*[1]]}= 

$12,337 

C)  Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve: 

{[[($1 12,755  expense  for  a big  game  hunting  preserve  fence)  + ($7,200  expense  for 
creek  crossing)  + ($1 ,41 8 expense  for  1 0-foot  tall  gates)]*[(1 1 number  of  Big  Game 
Hunting  Preserve  permits)]]}  = 

{[[$121 ,373]*[1 1]]}= 

$1,335,103 

D)  Auction  Facility: 

{[(74  deer  estimated  to  be  sold)  *($35  entry  fee)]  + [(21  estimated  number  of  deer 
entered  but  not  sold)  *($10  no  sale  fee)]  + [(6  estimated  number  of  fawns  entered  and 
sold)*($200  perfawn)*(10%  commission)]+  [(24  estimated  number  of  females  entered 
and  sold)*($625  per  doe)*(10%  commission)]+  [(23  estimated  number  of  males  entered 
and  sold)*($^200  per  male)*(10%  commission)]}  = 

{[$2,590]+[$21 0]+[$1 20]+[$1 ,500]+[$2,760]}= 

$7,180 
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IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

A)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holder  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

Costs  for  an  addition  of  a perimeter  fence  from  the  current  standards  using  specifications  of 
the  new  rule  are  estimated  at  $7.53  per  foot  for  a 10-foot  fence.  Assume  the  need  for  two 
10-foot  tall  gates  per  facility  at  $709  each.  Assume  the  need  for  two  fence  crossings  per 
facility  for  a typical  creek  at  $3600  each.  A 12,875  square  foot  (ft2)  facility  is  assumed  for  a 
Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permitted  facility  to  hold  deer.  From  2009-201 3 there  was  an 
average  of  25  permits  per  year  issued  that  were  not  issued  the  previous  year  for  class  I 
wildlife  breeders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids. 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

Costs  for  an  addition  of  a perimeter  fence  from  the  current  standards  using  specifications  of 
the  new  rule  are  estimated  at  $7.53  per  foot  for  a 1 0-foot  fence.  Assume  the  need  for  two 
10-foot  tall  gates  per  facility  at  $709  each.  Assume  the  need  for  two  fence  crossings  per 
facility  for  a typical  creek  at  $3600  each.  A 12,875  square  foot  (ft2)  facility  is  assumed  for  a 
Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permitted  facility  to  hold  deer.  From  2010-2014  there  was  an 
average  of  one  permit  per  year  issued  that  were  not  issued  the  previous  year  for  class  II 
wildlife  breeders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids. 

C)  Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve: 

Costs  for  an  addition  of  a perimeter  fence  from  the  current  standards  using  specifications  of 
the  new  rule  are  estimated  at  $7.53  per  foot  for  a 10-foot  fence.  Assume  the  need  for  two 
1 0-foot  tall  gates  per  facility  at  $709  each.  Assume  the  need  for  two  fence  crossings  per 
facility  for  a typical  creek  at  $3600  each.  A square  320-acre  facility  with  flat  topography  is 
assumed  for  a Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve.  From  2009-201 3 there  was  an  average  of  1 1 
permits  per  year  issued  that  were  not  issued  the  previous  cycle  (permits  valid  for  3 years)  for 
Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve  permit  that  held  deer. 

D)  Auction  Facility: 

Cost  for  loss  of  annual  sale  and  commission  for  auction  facility.  Assume  there  is  one 
auction  facility  that  holds  and  sells  live  white-tailed  deer  or  mule  deer  in  Missouri.  We 
assume  an  auction  entry  fee  of  $35,  a no-sale  fee  of  $10,  and  a sale  commission  of  10%. 
The  number  of  white-tailed  deer  entered,  entered  but  not  sold,  and  sold  were  based  on 
buyer/seller  list  print  outs  from  December  2012,  April  2013,  July  2013,  and  September  2013. 
We  estimate  the  cost  for  white-tailed  deer  fawns,  females,  and  males  at  $200,  $625,  and 
$1200,  respectively. 
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Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.353  Privileges  of  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeders. 

The  commission  proposes  to  amend  sections  (1),  (2),  (3),  (5),  (9), 
(12),  and  (17),  and  add  sections  (18),  (19),  and  (20)  to  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  Tins  amendment  requires  new  applicants  for  a Class  1 
wildlife  breeder  permit,  to  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  to  pass  a written  examina- 
tion provided  by  the  department  and  have  an  on-site  inspection  of  the 
breeding  facility  as  part  of  the  application  process.  Dus  amendment 
disallows  importation  of  live  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids;  display  of  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  elsewhere 
than  what  is  listed  on  the  permit;  and  the  construction  of  any  new 
Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  breeding  facilities  for  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-ltybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  within 
twenty-five  (25)  miles  of  a location  where  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
(CWD)-positive  animal(s)  have  been  confirmed  by  the  department. 
This  amendment  removes  the  exemption  for  nonresidents  to  acquire  a 
Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  permit  to  ship,  transport,  or  con- 
sign white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids  to  wildlife  breeders  within  Missouri.  Die  amendment 
requires  Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  breeders  to  test  all  white-tailed 
deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  mor- 
talities that  are  older  than  six  (6)  months  of  age  for  CWD;  to  report 
confirmed  positive  disease  results  to  the  department;  and  to  comply 
with  a herd  disease  response  plan  approved  by  the  department  in  the 
event  that  CWD  is  discovered.  The  amendment  also  requires  Class  I 
and  Class  II  wildlife  breeders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  to  maintain  participa- 
tion in  a United  States  Department  of  Agriculture-approved  CWD  herd 
certification  program.  Die  amendment  establishes  record  keeping 
requirements  and  a minimum  period  of  time  that  records  must  be  kept 
for  all  acquired  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule 
deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids.  Die  amendment  establishes  a stipulation 
that  the  department  can  require  additional  disease  sampling  and  test- 
ing during  disease  investigations  or  morbidity /mortality  events. 
Finally,  this  amendment  requires  source  herds  for  cervids  to  be 
enrolled  in  a United  States  Department  of  Agriculture-approved  CWD 
herd  certification  program. 

CWD  is  a disease  that  infects  deer  and  other  members  of  the  deer 
family.  It  is  transmitted  by  prions,  which  are  abnormal  proteins  that 
attack  the  nervous  system,  and  is  always  fatal  to  the  infected  animal. 
CWD  is  spread  both  directly  from  deer  to  deer  and  indirectly  to  deer 
from  infected  soil  and  other  suifaces.  CWD  prions  accumulate  in  the 
brain,  spinal  cord,  eyes,  spleen,  and  lymph  nodes  of  infected  animals. 
Once  well  established  in  an  area,  CWD  is  impossible  to  eradicate. 
States  with  CWD  must  focus  on  limiting  the  spread  of  the  disease  and 
preventing  its  introduction  to  new  areas. 

Infectious  diseases  such  as  CWD  threaten  Missouri’s  deer  herd, 
Missouri ’s  nearly  five  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  (520, 000)  deer 
hunters,  millions  of  wildlife  watchers,  thousands  of  landowners,  twelve 
thousand  (12,000)  Missouri  jobs,  and  hundreds  of  businesses  and 
communities  that  depend  on  the  approximately  one  (1)  billion  dollars 
boost  in  economic  activity  related  to  deer  hunting  and  watching. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  ban  on  importation,  CWD  has  been 
confirmed  in  twenty-two  (22)  states,  including  Missouri,  and  continues 
to  spread  throughout  the  country.  Currently,  fifteen  (15)  states  and  two 
(2)  Canadian  provinces  essentially  have  a complete  ban  on  the  impor- 
tation of  live  cervids  and  seven  (7)  states  have  partial  bans  (Cosgrove, 
M.  2013.  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  and  Cervidae  Regulations  in 
North  America,  Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 


http://www.michigan.gov/documents/emergingdiseases/CWDRegstable 
State-Province _40284 7_7.pdf). 

There  is  currently  no  approved  live  animal  test  for  CWD.  Testing 
can  only  be  performed  on  dead  animals.  Additionally,  there  is  a lag- 
time between  infection  and  detection  based  on  current  methods. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  to  determine  the  disease  status  of  indi- 
vidual animals.  The  current  federal  CWD  herd  certification  program 
is  simply  a means  of  reducing  risk  by  monitoring  a herd  through  dis- 
ease testing  of  animals  from  a herd  that  die.  It  does  not  indicate  a 
disease-free  status  for  any  herd  and  only  establishes  a level  of  risk 
associated  with  each  particular  herd.  CWD-positive  individuals  con- 
tinue to  be  found  in  captive  cervid  facilities  throughout  the  United 
States  despite  prolonged  participation  in  a CWD  herd  certification 
program.  For  example,  in  2012,  CWD  was  detected  in  a captive  red 
deer  in  Minnesota  in  spite  of  the  herd’s  enrollment  in  a CWD  moni- 
toring program  for  twelve  (12)  years.  This  provides  support  for  main- 
taining records  for  fifteen  (15)  years  and  requiring  that  Class  I and 
Class  II  wildlife  breeders  participate  in  a United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture-approved  CWD  herd  certification  program.  Because 
of  the  inherent  limitation  within  the  CWD  herd  certification  program, 
it  is  critical  that  all  captive  cerx’id  herds  actively  test  all  mortalities 
of  individuals  greater  than  six  (6)  months  of  age  for  CWD. 
Furthermore,  requiring  participation  in  a United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture-approved  CWD  herd  certification  program  adds  in  the 
ability  to  monitor  herds,  trace  animals,  provides  communication 
between  breeders  and  the  department,  and  provides  a reduction  in 
risk  of  disease  movement. 

A ban  on  interstate  importation  of  live  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  will  not  elimi- 
nate all  sources  of  stock.  There  are  approximately  two  hundred  eigh- 
teen (218)  Class  I wildlife  breeders  in  Missouri  breeding  white-tailed 
deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  necessary  to  ensure  that  Class  I and 
Class  II  wildlife  breeders  possessing  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  maintain  and  hold  the 
records  necessary  to  identify  and  track  animals.  The  department  has 
determined  that  identification  and  proper  documentation  and  record 
keeping  on  all  individual  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  is  imperative.  Rigorous  records  will 
improve  the  department’s  ability  to  monitor  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  in  breeding 
facilities  and  to  conduct  effective  disease  investigations.  If  animals 
are  moved  from  a facility,  these  records  will  be  necessary  to  trace  the 
animal  in  the  future  if  CWD  is  discovered  at  that  facility  or  at  the 
facility  to  which  the  animal  is  transported. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  amendment’s  requirement  of  passing 
a written  examination  in  order  to  receive  a Class  I and  Class  II 
(already  required  for  Class  II)  wildlife  breeder  permit  to  hold  white- 
tailed and  mule  deer,  the  department  believes  this  requirement  is  nec- 
essary to  ensure  new  applicants  are  aware  of  all  of  the  applicable 
regulations  and  are  knowledgeable  in  the  health  of  deer.  Providing 
a training  packet  and  exam  to  applicants  for  a Class  I and  Class  II 
wildlife  breeder  permits  to  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  aides  in  educating  individ- 
uals in  the  steps  necessary  to  care  for  these  animals  and  in  disease 
risk  reduction. 

With  respect  to  on-site  inspections  required  as  part  of  the  permit 
application,  this  requirement  is  needed  so  that  the  department  has 
the  opportunity  to  inspect  all  facilities  and  determine  if  the  facility 
complies  with  applicable  fencing  standards  and  other  requirements 
prior  to  a permit  being  issued. 

With  respect  to  requiring  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  to  be  displayed  only  at  the 
location  listed  on  the  permit,  this  is  needed  to  reduce  risk  of  becom- 
ing exposed  or  exposing  deer  to  disease  throughout  the  state. 
Allowing  permittees  to  display  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  anywhere  would  expose  the 
free-ranging  deer  of  the  state  to  unnecessary  risk  and  reduce  the 
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ability  to  track  disease  during  disease  event  investigations. 

With  respect  to  removing  the  permit  exemption  for  nonresidents  to 
ship,  transport,  or  consign  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  to  wildlife  breeders  within 
Missouri,  the  department  should  hold  all  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-lvybrids  breeders  to  the 
same  standards. 

With  respect  to  the  new  sampling  requirements  for  all  morbidi- 
ty/mortality events  for  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  older  than  six  (6)  months  of  age, 
CWD  testing  of  captive  mortalities  and  records  of  those  tests  are 
imperative  to  the  department ’s  effort  to  protect  the  state ’s  deer  herd. 
The  department  must  retain  the  ability  to  adequately  monitor  CWD 
within  the  state ’s  borders.  The  department  is  requiring  the  samples 
to  be  taken  by  an  accredited  veterinarian  to  ensure  proper  tissue  col- 
lection. 

The  proposed  amendment  requires  confirmed  positive  disease 
results  from  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer, 
or  mule  deer-hybrids  to  be  verbally  reported  to  a consen’ation  agent 
within  twenty-four  (24)  hours,  with  a copy  of  the  testing  report  pro- 
vided to  the  state  wildlife  veterinarian  within  seventy  two  (72)  hours. 
This  requirement  is  necessary  to  ensure  the  department  can  act  in  a 
timely  and  efficient  manner  to  protect  the  state 's  deer  herd  and  also 
to  work  with  other  state  agencies  in  Missouri  and  elsewhere  to  reduce 
the  risk  of  spreading  disease.  As  the  state  entity  responsible  for  the 
health  and  welfare  of  the  state’s  wildlife  resources,  the  department  is 
requiring  permit  holders,  as  a condition  of  their  permit,  to  comply 
with  a herd  disease  response  plan  approved  by  the  department  in  the 
event  a CWD  positive  test  result  is  confirmed.  The  department  will 
work  with  the  permit  holder  and  other  affected  state  and  federal 
agencies  as  necessary  to  develop  an  appropriate  disease  response 
plan  that  addresses  the  primary  issues  of  quarantine,  testing  and 
depopulation,  premises  cleaning  and  disinfection,  fencing,  and 
restocking. 

In  Missouri,  CWD  has  been  confirmed  in  both  captive  and  free- 
ranging  animals.  The  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD  were  found  in  2010 
and  2011  at  two  (2)  private  big-game  hunting  preserves  in  Linn  and 
Macon  counties.  Following  those  discoveries,  the  first  two  (2)  cases 
of  CWD  in  free-ranging  deer  were  confirmed  in  201 2 in  northwest 
Macon  County.  To  date,  Missouri ’s  confirmed  cases  of  CWD  total 
eleven  (11 ) in  captive  deer  from  the  private  hunting  preserves  and  ten 
(10)  in  free-ranging  deer  harx’ested  in  Macon  County.  Not  allowing 
new  facilities  within  twenty-five  (25)  miles  of  a confirmed  CWD  pos- 
itive animal  location  is  intended  to  reduce  the  risk  of  exposing  more 
deer  to  the  disease,  which  could  then  spread  throughout  the  state. 
Published  peer-reviewed  studies  have  found  that,  on  average,  most 
deer  do  not  disperse  more  than  approximately  twenty -five  (25)  to 
thirty  (30)  miles  (Nixon,  C.  et  al.  2007.  White-Tailed  Deer  Dispersal 
Behavior  in  an  Agricultural  Environment.  American  Midland 
Naturalist,  157:212-220.;  Diefenbach,  D.  et  al.  2008.  Modeling 
Distribution  of  Dispersal  Distances  in  Male  White-Tailed  Deer. 
Journal  of  Wildlife  Management,  72:1296-1303.).  Furthermore,  use 
of  twenty -five  (25)  miles  as  a radius  for  a restriction  zone  surround- 
ing a disease  event  was  included  in  the  federal  CWD  herd  certifica- 
tion program  when  the  program  focused  upon  eradication  of  the  dis- 
ease. In  addition,  there  is  precedent  within  the  Wildlife  Code  for 
using  a restriction  distance  ( see  3 CSR  10-9.565  (1)(A)3.C.). 

(1)  Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  as  defined  in  3 CSR  10-9.230  and  3 
CSR  10-9.240,  may  be  exhibited,  propagated,  reared,  or  held  in  cap- 
tivity by  the  holder  of  the  appropriate  Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife 
breeder  permit  at  a specific  location  indicated  on  the  permit. 
Applicants  for  a Class  I permit  to  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  or  a Class 
II  permit  must  qualify  by  passing  with  a score  of  at  least  eighty  per- 
cent (80%)  on  a written  examination  provided  by  the  department. 

(2)  Such  wildlife  may  be  used,  sold,  given  away,  transported,  or 
shipped;  provided,  that  state  and  federally-designated  endangered 


species  may  not  be  sold  without  the  written  approval  of  the  director; 
that  skunks  may  not  be  imported,  bought,  sold,  transported,  given 
away,  or  otherwise  disposed  of;  that  live  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  mule  deer-hybrids,  raccoons, 
foxes,  and  coyotes  may  not  be  imported;  and  that  wildlife  may  be 
sold  or  given  away  only  to  the  holder  of  the  appropriate  permit, 
where  required,  except  as  provided  in  section  (9)  of  this  rule. 

(3)  A permit  may  be  granted  after  satisfactory  evidence  by  the  appli- 
cant that  stock  will  be  secured  from  a legal  source  other  than  the  wild 
stock  of  this  state;  that  the  applicant  will  confine  the  wildlife  in 
humane  and  sanitary  facilities  that  meet  standards  specified  in  3 CSR 
10-9.220;  and  that  the  applicant  will  prevent  other  wildlife  of  the 
state  from  becoming  a part  of  the  enterprise.  Any  person  applying 
for  a Class  I or  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  Permit  to  hold  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  shall  complete  an  application  involving  on-site  inspec- 
tions of  the  area  prior  to  and  following  construction  activities  by 
an  agent  of  the  department  to  determine  that  all  provisions  of  this 
rule  are  met  before  a permit  is  issued. 

(5)  No  Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  permit  is  required  for 
wildlife  legally  held  by  circuses,  publicly  owned  zoos,  American  Zoo 
and  Aquarium  Association  (AZA)  accredited  not-for-profit  facilities, 
or  bona  fide  research  facilities;  however,  those  wildlife  may  not  be 
held  for  personal  use.  Physical  contact  between  humans  and  Class  I 
and  Class  II  wildlife  in  circuses  must  be  restricted  to  the  handlers, 
performers,  or  other  circus  employees. 

(9)  Wildlife,  except  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  mule  deer-hybrids,  skunks,  foxes,  coyotes,  and  raccoons 
may  be  shipped,  transported,  or  consigned  to  a wildlife  breeder  by 
nonresidents  without  a Missouri  wildlife  breeder  permit,  but  that 
wildlife  shall  be  accompanied  by  appropriate  permit  or  other  proof 
of  legality  in  the  state  of  origin.  Persons  purchasing  wildlife  at  con- 
signment sales  shall  obtain  a wildlife  hobby  or  appropriate  wildlife 
breeder  permit  prior  to  the  purchase,  except  nonresidents  may  pos- 
sess and  transport  purchased  wildlife  without  permit  for  forty-eight 
(48)  hours  following  close  of  the  sale. 

(12)  The  holder  of  a Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  permit  may 
exhibit  wildlife,  except  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  at  locations  other  than 
those  listed  on  the  permit. 

(17)  The  holder  of  a Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  permit 
shall  have  an  accredited  veterinarian  collect  and  submit  samples 
from  all  known  cases  of  mortality  for  cervids  over  six  (6)  months 
of  age  to  a United  States  Department  of  Agriculture-approved 
laboratory  for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing.  The  department 
reserves  the  right  to  require  additional  sampling  and  testing  dur- 
ing disease  investigations  or  morbidity/mortality  events.  Animal 
health  standards  and  movement  activities  shall  comply  with  all  state 
and  federal  regulations.  [(Refer  to  Missouri  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  applicable  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  rules  and 
regulations.)]  The  holder  of  a Class  I or  Class  II  wildlife  breed- 
er permit  must  maintain  participation  in  a United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture-approved  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
herd  certification  program  to  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids;  failure  to  partic- 
ipate and  comply  with  the  certification  program  may  result  in  the 
suspension  or  revocation  of  permit  privileges. 

(18)  Confirmed  positive  results  from  any  disease  test  for  a white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  must  be  verbally  reported  by  the  permit  holder  to  a con- 
servation agent  or  protection  regional  supervisor  of  the  department 
within  twenty-four  (24)  hours  of  receiving  the  report  and  provide  a 
copy  of  the  testing  report  to  the  state  wildlife  veterinarian  of  the 
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department  within  seventy-two  (72)  hours  of  receiving  the  report. 
In  the  event  of  confirmed  positive  results  from  a Chronic  Wasting 
Disease  test,  the  permit  holder  shall  comply  with  a herd  disease 
response  plan  approved  by  the  department.  The  plan  will 
include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  quarantine  requirements,  testing 
and  depopulation,  premises  cleaning  and  disinfection,  fencing 
requirements,  and  restocking  guidelines.  Failure  to  comply  with 
an  approved  herd  disease  response  plan  may  result  in  the  sus- 
pension or  revocation  of  permit  privileges. 

(19)  All  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer, 
or  mule  deer-hybrids  acquired  by  a permit  holder  must  be  indi- 
vidually identified  on  a Breeder’s  Movement  Certificate  or  a 
Certificate  of  Veterinary  Inspection.  A Breeder’s  Movement 
Certificate  may  be  completed  by  the  breeder.  The  form  must  list 
the  official  identification,  age,  gender,  species,  complete  address 
of  both  the  origin  and  destination,  and  complete  address  and 
name  of  both  the  buyer  and  seller.  The  original  form  must 
accompany  the  shipment  and  a copy  shall  be  maintained  by  the 
herd  of  origin  for  at  least  fifteen  (15)  years.  Sources  for  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  must  be  enrolled  in  a United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture-approved  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  herd  certification 
program. 

(20)  New  Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  breeding  facilities  for 
white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids  shall  not  be  constructed  within  twenty-five  (25) 
miles  of  a location  where  Chronic  Wasting  Disease-positive  ani- 
mals) have  been  confirmed  by  the  department. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  Tins  rule  was  previously  filed  as  3 CSR  10- 
10.755.  Original  rule  filed  Aug  18,  1970,  effective  Dec.  31,  1970.  For 
intervening  history,  please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 
Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  Dus  proposed  amendment  will  cost  the  Department 
of  Conservation  up  to  an  estimated  seven  thousand  three  hundred 
sewnty  -seven  dollars  ($7,377)  in  the  aggregate  for  expenses  in  devel- 
opment of  an  initial  training  packet  and  exam.  It  is  anticipated  the 
cost  of  developing  a training  packet  and  exam  may  recur  as  needed 
during  the  life  of  the  rule. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
up  to  an  estimated  one  hundred  seventy-seven  thousand  one  hundred 
fifty  dollars  ($177,150)  in  the  aggregate  annually  for  Chronic 
Wasting  Disease  testing.  It  is  anticipated  that  annual  aggregate  costs 
will  vary  with  the  number  of  active  facilities  and  the  number  of  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  within  each  facility.  Furthermore,  it  is  anticipated  the  annu- 
al aggregate  will  recur  over  the  life  of  the  rule  and  will  vary  with 
inflation. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0180.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PUBLIC  ENTITY  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Title:  3 - Department  of  Conservation 
Division:  10  Conservation  Commission 


Chapter:  9 Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges,  Permits,  Standards 
Type  of  Rulemaking:  Proposed  Amendment 

Rule  Number  and  Name:  3 CSR  10-9.353  Privileges  of  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife 
Breeders 


II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Affected  Agency  or  Political 
Subdivision 

Estimated  Cost  of  Compliance  in  the  Aggregate 

Missouri  Department  of 
Conservation 

$7,377 

III.  WORKSHEET 

{[($47.28  per  hour  labor  cost)*(80  hours  to  develop  training  packet  and  create 
exam)]+[(218  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permits  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids)*($16.26  expense  for  training  packet)] 
)]+[(3  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permits  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids)*($16.26  expense  for  training  packet)]}= 

{[$3,783J+[$3,545]  ]+[$49]}= 

$7,377 


IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

We  estimate  staff  need  two  work  weeks  for  development  of  a training  packet  and  exam 
We  assume  the  hourly  rate  of  $47.28  for  two  staff  members  and  one  hourly  technician. 
We  estimate  a cost  of  single  training  packet  of  $16.26.  There  were  218  Class  I wildlife 
breeder  and  3 Class  II  wildlife  breeder  permit  holders  as  of  February  2014. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  ENTITY  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Title:  3 - Department  of  Conservation 

Division:  10  Conservation  Commission 

Chapter:  9 Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges,  Permits,  Standards 

Type  of  Rulemaking:  Proposed  Amendment 

Rule  Number  and  Name:  3 CSR  10-9.353  Privileges  of  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife 
Breeders 


II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which  would 
likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed 
rule: 

Classification  by  types  of  the 
business  entities  which  would 
likely  be  affected: 

Estimate  in  the  aggregate 
as  to  the  cost  of 
compliance  with  the  rule 
by  the  affected  entities: 

A)  71 

A)  Class  1 Wildlife  Breeder 
permit  holders  that  hold 
white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule 
deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  that  are  not 
currently  participating  in  a 
CWD-herd  certification 
program 

A)  $106,500 

B)  3 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder 
permit  holders  that  hold 
white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule 
deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids 

C)  Class  1 Wildlife  Breeder 

B)  $4,500 

C)  147 

permit  holders  that  hold 

C)  66,150 

white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule 
deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  that  already 
participate  in  a CWD-herd 
certification  program 

Total:$1 77,150 
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III.  WORKSHEET 

A)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

{[71  number  of  permit  holders  not  in  the  MDA  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  Program]*[($150 
expense  for  veterinarian  sample  and  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  test) *(10  estimated  number 
of  mortalities  per  year)]}= 

{[71]  *[$1,500)}= 

$106,500 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

{[3  number  of  permit  holders]*[($150  expense  for  veterinarian  sample  and  Chronic  Wasting 
Disease  test)*(10  estimated  number  of  mortalities  per  year)]}= 

{[3]  *[$1,500]}= 

$4,500 

C)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  that  already  participate  in  a CWD-herd  certification 
program: 

{[147  number  of  permit  holders  in  the  MDA  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  Program]*[($150 
expense  for  veterinarian  sample  and  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  test)*(3  estimated  number  of 
mortalities  per  year)]}= 

{[147]  *[$450]}= 

$66,150 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

A)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  that  are  not  currently  participating  in  a CWD-herd  certification 
program: 

There  were  218  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  held  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  as  of  February  2014.  According  to  the 
Missouri  Department  of  Agriculture  (MDA)  there  are  147  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  breeding  facilities  within  their  voluntary  Chronic 
Wasting  Disease  program  (hereafter,  program).  We  then  assume  that  71  Class  I Wildlife 
Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or 
mule  deer-hybrids  are  not  part  of  the  MDA  program.  Facilities  that  are  part  of  the  MDA 
program  already  conduct  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing.  We  estimate  a sample  for 
Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing  collected  by  a veterinarian  will  be  $150.  There  are 
approximately  eight  facilities  with  100  or  greater  individual  deer.  We  assume  a conservative 
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average  of  10%  mortalities  per  year  on  breeding  facilities.  Using  those  eight  facilities  as  a 
base,  we  then  estimate  an  average  of  10  mortalities  per  facility  in  a year. 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 

mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids: 

As  of  February  2014  there  were  three  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeders  permitted  to  hold  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids.  Facilities  that  are 
part  of  the  MDA  program  already  conduct  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing.  We  estimate  a 
sample  for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing  collected  by  a veterinarian  will  be  $150.  There 
are  approximately  eight  facilities  with  100  or  greater  individual  deer.  We  assume  a 
conservative  average  of  1 0%  mortalities  per  year  on  breeding  facilities.  Using  those  eight 
facilities  as  a base,  we  then  estimate  an  average  of  10  mortalities  per  facility  in  a year. 

C)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 

mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  that  already  participate  in  a CWD-herd  certification  program: 

According  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Agriculture  (MDA)  there  are  147  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  breeding  facilities  within  their 
voluntary  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  program  (hereafter,  program).  Facilities  that  are  part  of 
the  MDA  program  already  conduct  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing  on  individuals  that  are 
greater  than  12-months  old.  The  proposed  regulation  states  that  testing  will  occur  on 
individuals  greater  than  6-months  old.  We  estimate  a sample  for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
testing  collected  by  a veterinarian  will  be  $150.  There  are  approximately  eight  facilities  with 
100  or  greater  individual  deer.  We  assume  a conservative  average  of  10%  mortalities  per 
year  on  breeding  facilities.  Using  those  eight  facilities  as  a base,  we  then  estimate  an 
average  of  10  mortalities  per  facility  in  a year.  For  the  purpose  of  this  entity  cost  estimate, 
we  assume  that  three  of  those  mortalities  occur  between  the  ages  of  6-months  and  12- 
months. 
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Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.359  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder:  Records 
Required.  The  commission  proposes  to  remove  previous  wording 
and  add  sections  (1)  and  (2)  to  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  establishes  a requirement  for  an  annu- 
al herd  inventory,  presence  of  an  accredited  veterinarian  during  the 
annual  inventory,  signature  of  an  attending  accredited  veterinarian 
on  herd  records,  individual  animal  identification,  and  individual  ani- 
mal documentation,  including  results  of  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
(CWD)  testing.  This  amendment  also  sets  a minimum  period  of  time 
that  records  must  be  kept. 

CWD  is  a disease  that  infects  deer  and  other  members  of  the  deer 
family.  It  is  transmitted  by  prions,  which  are  abnormal  proteins  that 
attack  the  nervous  system,  and  is  always  fatal  to  the  infected  animal. 
CWD  is  spread  both  directly  from  deer  to  deer  and  indirectly  to  deer 
from  infected  soil  and  other  surfaces.  CWD  prions  accumulate  in  the 
brain,  spinal  cord,  eyes,  spleen,  and  lymph  nodes  of  infected  ani- 
mals. Once  well  established  in  an  area,  CWD  is  impossible  to  erad- 
icate. States  with  CWD  must  focus  on  limiting  the  spread  of  the  dis- 
ease and  preventing  its  introduction  into  new  areas. 

Infectious  diseases  such  as  CWD  threaten  Missouri ’s  deer  herd, 
Missouri ’s  nearly  five  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  (520, 000)  deer 
hunters,  millions  of  wildlife  watchers,  thousands  of  landowners, 
twelve  thousand  (12,000)  Missouri  jobs,  and  hundreds  of  businesses 
and  communities  that  depend  on  the  approximately  one  (1)  billion 
dollars  boost  in  economic  activity  related  to  deer  hunting  and 
watching. 

In  Missouri,  CWD  has  been  confirmed  in  both  captive  and  free-rang- 
ing animals.  The  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD  were  found  in  2010  and 
2011  at  two  (2)  private  big-game  hunting  preserves  in  Linn  and  Macon 
counties.  Following  those  discoveries,  the  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD 
in  free-ranging  deer  were  confirmed  in  2012  in  northwest  Macon 
County.  To  date,  Missouri’s  confirmed  cases  of  CWD  total  ele\’en  (11) 
in  captive  deer  from  the  private  hunting  preserves  and  ten  (10)  in  free- 
ranging  deer  harvested  in  Macon  County.  CWD  has  been  confirmed  in 
twenty-two  (22)  states,  including  Missouri,  and  continues  to  spread 
throughout  the  country.  Currently,  fifteen  (15)  states  and  two  (2) 
Canadian  provinces  essentially  have  a complete  ban  on  the  importation 
of  live  cervids  and  seven  (7)  states  have  partial  bans  (Cosgrove,  M. 
2013.  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  and  Cervidae  Regulations  in 
North  America,  Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
http:  //www.  michigan . gov/ documents  /emergingdiseases/CWDRegstable 
State-Province_402847_7.pdf) . 

While  some  Missouri  deer  breeders  participate  in  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Agriculture’s  CWD  herd  certification  program,  this 
does  not  indicate  a disease  free  status.  There  is  currently  no 
approved  live  animal  test  for  CWD,  testing  can  only  be  performed  on 
dead  animals.  Additionally,  there  is  a lag-time  between  infection  and 
detection  based  on  current  methods.  Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  to 
determine  the  disease  status  of  individual  animals.  The  current  fed- 
eral CWD  herd  certification  program  is  simply  a means  of  reducing 
risk  by  monitoring  a herd  through  disease  testing  of  animals  from  a 
herd  that  die.  It  does  not  indicate  a disease  free  status  for  any  herd 
and  only  establishes  a level  of  risk  associated  with  each  particular 
herd.  CWD-positive  individuals  continue  to  be  found  in  captive 
cen’id  facilities  throughout  the  United  States  despite  prolonged  par- 
ticipation in  a CWD  herd  certification  program.  For  example,  in 
2012,  CWD  was  detected  in  a captive  red  deer  in  Minnesota  in  spite 
of  the  herd ’s  enrollment  in  a CWD  monitoring  program  for  twelve 
(12)  years.  This  supports  the  requirement  for  maintaining  records  for 
at  least  fifteen  (15)  years. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  necessary  to  ensure  that  Class  I and 


Class  II  wildlife  breeders  possessing  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-ltybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  maintain  and  hold  the 
records  necessary  to  identify  and  track  animals.  The  department  has 
determined  that  identification,  evaluation  of  health,  proper  docu- 
mentation and  record  keeping  on  all  individual  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-ltybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-ltybrids  is  imper- 
ative. Rigorous  identification,  health,  and  herd  inventory  records  will 
improve  the  department’s  ability  to  monitor  white-tailed  deer,  white- 
tailed deer-ltybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  in  breeding 
facilities  and  to  conduct  effective  disease  investigations.  If  animals 
are  moved  from  a facility,  these  records  will  be  necessary  to  trace  the 
animal  in  the  future  if  CWD  is  located  at  that  facility  or  at  the  facil- 
ity to  which  the  animal  is  transported. 

The  presence  of  an  accredited  veterinarian  during  a herd  invento- 
ry ensures  proper  evaluation  of  the  health  of  the  herd. 

[Each  Class  / and  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  shall  maintain  a 
current  record,  by  date,  of  all  transactions  showing  the  place 
of  origin  and  the  numbers  and  species  of  wildlife  which  were 
possessed,  propagated,  bought,  sold,  consigned,  brokered, 
transported,  shipped,  given  away,  used,  or  which  have  died, 
on  forms  provided  by  the  department.  Printed  copies  of 
these  forms  can  be  obtained  from  the  Missouri  Department 
of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102- 
0180  and  online  at  www.missouriconservation.org.  These 
records  and  applicable  state  and  federal  animal  health 
records  and  permits  for  each  animal  shall  be  maintained  on 
the  premises  of  the  wildlife  breeder  and  shall  be  subject  to 
inspection  by  an  authorized  agent  of  the  department  at  any 
reasonable  time.] 

(1)  Each  Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  breeder,  except  those  pos- 
sessing white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or 
mule  deer-hybrids,  shall  maintain  a current  record,  by  date,  of 
all  transactions  showing  the  place  of  origin  and  the  numbers  and 
species  of  wildlife  which  were  possessed,  propagated,  bought, 
sold,  consigned,  brokered,  transported,  shipped,  given  away, 
used,  or  which  have  died,  on  forms  provided  by  the  department. 
Printed  copies  of  these  forms  can  be  obtained  from  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102-0180  and  online  at  www.missouriconservation.org.  These 
records  and  applicable  state  and  federal  animal  health  records 
and  permits  for  each  animal  shall  be  maintained  on  the  premis- 
es of  the  wildlife  breeder  and  shall  be  subject  to  inspection  by  an 
authorized  agent  of  the  department  at  any  reasonable  time. 

(2)  Each  Class  I and  Class  II  wildlife  breeder  possessing  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  will  complete  an  annual  physical  herd  inventory  in  the 
presence  of  an  accredited  veterinarian.  Herd  inventory  records 
must  be  signed  by  the  attending  accredited  veterinarian  and  must 
include  the  following  for  each  animal:  permanent  physical  iden- 
tification, species,  date  of  birth,  gender,  date  of  acquisition,  com- 
plete address  of  source,  complete  address  and  name  of  current 
and  previous  owner,  date  of  removal,  destination  of  any  animal 
removed,  mortality  date,  cause  of  death  (if  known),  official 
Chronic  Wasting  Disease  test  results  for  all  white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  six  (6) 
months  of  age  or  older  at  time  of  death,  and  method  and  location 
of  carcass  disposal.  These  herd  inventory  records  must  be  main- 
tained to  provide  accountability  for  all  purchases,  sales,  births, 
and  mortality.  These  records  and  applicable  state  and  federal 
animal  health  and  movement  records  and  permits  for  each  ani- 
mal shall  be  maintained  on  the  premises  of  the  wildlife  breeder 
and  shall  be  subject  to  inspection  by  an  authorized  agent  of  the 
department  at  any  reasonable  time  for  a period  of  at  least  fifteen 
(15)  years.  All  animals  over  six  (6)  months  of  age  must  be  identi- 
fied with  an  official  ear  tag  or  other  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  approved  identification  device. 
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AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  This  rule  was  previously  filed  as  3 CSR  10- 
10.753.  This  version  of  rule  filed  Aug.  16,  1973,  effective  Dec.  31, 
1973.  For  intervening  history,  please  consult  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
up  to  an  estimated  one  hundred  seventy-seven  thousand  six  hundred 
dollars  ($177,600)  in  the  aggregate  annually  for  costs  of  an  accred- 
ited veterinarian  for  an  inventory.  It  is  anticipated  that  costs  will 
recur  over  the  life  of  the  rule  and  will  vary  with  the  number  of  white- 
tailed deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer- 
hybrids  in  each  facility  and  with  inflation. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0180.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  ENTITY  COST 

I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title:  3 - Department  of  Conservation 
Division:  10  Conservation  Commission 
Chapter:  9 Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges,  Permits,  Standards 
Type  of  Rulemaking:  Proposed  Amendment 

Rule  Number  and  Name:  3 CSR  10-9.359  Class  I and  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder:  Records 
Required 


SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which  would 
likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  rule: 


Classification  by  types  of 
the  business  entities  which 
would  likely  be  affected: 


Estimate  in  the  aggregate  as 
to  the  cost  of  compliance  with 
the  rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 


A)  71 


A) 


B)  3 


B) 


Class  I Wildlife 
Breeder  permit 
holders  that  hold 
white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer, 
or  mule  deer- 
hybrids 

Class  II  Wildlife 
Breeder  permit 
holders  that  hold 
white-tailed  deer, 
white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer, 
or  mule  deer- 
hybrids 


A)  $170,400 


B)  $7,200 
Total:  $177,600 


July  15,  2014 
Vol.  39,  No.  14 


Missouri  Register 


Page  1219 


III.  WORKSHEET 

A)  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder: 

{[71  number  of  Class  I permit  holders  not  in  the  MDA  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
Program]*[($8Q  expense  for  veterinarian)*(30  estimated  number  of  deer  per  facility)]}= 

{[71]  *[$2,400]}= 

$170,400 

B)  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeder: 

{[3  number  of  Class  II  permit  holders]*[($80  expense  for  veterinarian)*(30  estimated  number 
of  deer  per  faci!ity)j}= 

{[3]  *[$2,400]}= 

$7,200 


IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

There  are  218  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder  permit  holders  that  held  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed 
deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  in  February  2014.  According  to  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Agriculture  (MDA)  there  were  147  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids, 
mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids  breeding  facilities  within  their  voluntary  Chronic  Wasting 
Disease  program  (hereafter,  program).  We  then  assume  that  112  Class  I Wildlife  Breeder 
permit  holders  that  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule 
deer-hybrids  are  not  part  of  the  MDA  program.  Facilities  that  are  part  of  the  MDA  program 
already  conduct  annual  herd  inspections  with  a veterinarian.  As  of  February  2014,  there 
were  three  Class  II  Wildlife  Breeders  permitted  to  hold  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer- 
hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids.  We  estimate  the  cost  for  an  accredited 
veterinarian  to  be  present  during  a herd  inventory,  involving  putting  hands  on  deer,  will  be 
an  average  of  $80  per  deer.  We  estimate  an  average  of  30  deer  per  facility. 
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Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.560  Licensed  Hunting  Preserve  Permit.  The  commis- 
sion proposes  to  amend  section  (1)  of  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  disallows  propagating,  holding  in  cap- 
tivity, and  hunting  hogs  within  a big  game  hunting  present  unless 
already  approved  by  a specific  date. 

Hogs  are  adept  at  escaping  fenced  enclosures  and  are  prolific 
breeders.  Feral  hog  rooting  and  feeding  behavior  contribute  to  soil 
erosion,  reduced  water  quality,  and  damage  to  crops  and  hay  fields. 
Competition  for  food  with  Missouri’s  native  species  is  a major  con- 
cern as  feral  hogs  forage  heavily  on  acorns  and  other  food  sources 
that  are  critical  to  the  survival  of  deer  and  turkeys.  Feral  hogs  are 
opportunistic  feeders  and  will  also  feed  on  the  eggs  of  ground  nest- 
ing birds  and  reptiles  and  they  have  been  known  to  kill  and  feed  on 
fawn  deer.  Feral  hogs  are  also  very  destructive  to  sensitive  natural 
areas  like  glades,  fens,  and  springs.  Feral  hogs  in  other  states  are 
known  to  carry  diseases  such  as  swine  brucellosis,  pseudo-rabies, 
trichinosis,  and  leptospirosis.  The  risk  of  spreading  diseases  to  peo- 
ple, pets,  and  livestock  is  a major  concern. 

(1)  To  maintain  and  operate  a licensed  hunting  preserve  and  to  buy, 
propagate,  hold  in  captivity,  hunt,  and  sell  only  legally  obtained  and 
captive-reared:  pheasants,  exotic  partridges,  quail,  mallard  ducks, 
and  ungulates  (hoofed  animals),  except  hogs  may  only  be  propa- 
gated, held  in  captivity,  and  hunted  on  big  game  hunting  pre- 
serves approved  specifically  for  hogs  by  the  department  on  or 
before  November  30,  2014. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  This  version  of  rule  filed  Jan.  19,  1972,  effec- 
tive Feb.  1,  1972.  For  intervening  history,  please  consult  the  Code  of 
State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Consen’ation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-01 80.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.565  Licensed  Hunting  Preserve:  Privileges.  The  com- 
mission proposes  to  amend  paragraphs  (1)(B)1.  and  (1)(B)4.,  and 
add  paragraphs  (1)(B)6.,  (1)(B)7.,  (1)(B)8.,  and(l)(B)9.  to  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  sets  a requirement  for  a holder  of  a 
licensed  hunting  preserve  permit  to  conduct  disease  testing,  report 


disease  results,  maintain  movement  documentation,  adhere  to  fencing 
standards,  and  to  comply  with  a disease  response  plan  in  the  event 
Chronic  Wasting  Disease  (CWD)  is  discovered.  Tltis  amendment  sets 
a minimum  period  of  time  that  movement  records  must  be  kept.  This 
amendment  disallows  use  of  imported  cervids  in  a licensed  hunting 
preserve  and  the  construction  of  any  new  big  game  hunting  preserve 
within  twenty-five  (25)  miles  of  a location  where  a CWD-positive  ani- 
mal (s)  have  been  confirmed  by  the  department.  Finally,  this  amend- 
ment requires  source  herds  for  cervids  to  be  enrolled  in  a United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture-approved  CWD  herd  certification 
program. 

CWD  is  a disease  that  infects  deer  and  other  members  of  the  deer 
family.  It  is  transmitted  by  prions,  which  are  abnormal  proteins  that 
attack  the  nervous  system,  and  is  always  fatal  to  the  infected  animal. 
CWD  is  spread  both  directly  from  deer  to  deer  and  indirectly  to  deer 
from  infected  soil  and  other  surfaces.  CWD  prions  accumulate  in  the 
brain,  spinal  cord,  eyes,  spleen,  and  lymph  nodes  of  infected  ani- 
mals. Once  well  established  in  an  area,  CWD  is  impossible  to  erad- 
icate. States  with  CWD  must  focus  on  limiting  the  spread  of  the  dis- 
ease and  preventing  its  introduction  to  new  areas. 

Infectious  diseases  such  as  CWD  threaten  Missouri ’s  deer  herd, 
Missouri ’s  nearly  five  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  (520, 000)  deer 
hunters,  millions  of  wildlife  watchers,  thousands  of  landowners, 
twelve  thousand  (12,000)  Missouri  jobs,  and  hundreds  of  businesses 
and  communities  that  depend  on  the  approximately  one  (1)  billion 
dollars  boost  in  economic  activity  related  to  deer  hunting  and 
watching. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  ban  on  use  of  cervids  that  have  been 
imported  into  the  state,  CWD  has  been  confirmed  in  twenty-two  (22) 
states,  including  Missouri,  and  it  continues  to  spread  throughout  the 
country.  Currently,  fifteen  (15)  states  and  two  (2)  Canadian  provinces 
essentially  have  a complete  ban  on  the  importation  of  live  cen’ids  and 
seven  (7)  states  have  partial  bans  (Cosgrove,  M.  2013.  Chronic  Wasting 
Disease  and  Cervidae  Regulations  in  North  America,  Michigan 
Department  of  Natural  Resources,  http://www.michigan.gov/docu- 
ments/emergingdiseases/CWDRegstableState-Province  _402847 _7.pdf. 

Because  there  is  currently  no  approved  live  animal  test  for  CWD, 
there  is  no  way  to  guarantee  that  cen’ids  imported  into  the  state  are 
not  infected.  Wltile  many  breeders  participate  in  a state  or  federal 
CWD  herd  certification  program,  this  does  not  indicate  a disease  free 
status  for  any  herd.  It  is  simply  a means  of  reducing  risk.  The  lag- 
time between  infection  and  detection  and  lack  of  a live  animal  test 
are  inherent  issues  of  concern  within  any  CWD  herd  certification 
program.  CWD-positive  individuals  continue  to  be  found  in  captive 
cervid  herds  throughout  the  United  States  despite  prolonged  partici- 
pation in  a CWD  herd  certification  program.  For  example,  in  2012, 
CWD  was  detected  in  a captive  red  deer  in  Minnesota  in  spite  of  the 
herd’s  enrollment  in  a CWD  monitoring  program  for  twelve  (12) 
years.  A ban  on  interstate  importation  of  live  cervids  will  not  elimi- 
nate all  sources  of  stock.  Tltere  are  approximately  two  hundred  eigh- 
teen (218)  Class  I wildlife  breeders  in  Missouri  breeding  white-tailed 
deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer,  or  mule  deer-hybrids,  in 
addition  to  numerous  other  cen’id  breeders  within  the  state. 

Current  fencing  standards  are  not  sufficient  to  eliminate  the  risk  of 
captive  cervid  escapes  from  captive  facilities  or  the  possibility  of  deer 
to  deer  contact  through  the  fence.  Published  research  from  Michigan 
suggests  that  double  fencing  will  reduce  direct  contact  between  free- 
ranging  and  captive  cen’ids  via  escapes  and  nose  to  nose  contact, 
and  will  likely  reduce  risk  of  transmission  through  indirect  routes 
(VerCauteren,  Kurt  C.,  et  al.  2007.  Fence-Fine  Contact  Between 
Wild  and  Farmed  White -Tailed  Deer  in  Michigan:  Potential  for 
Disease  Transmission.  The  Journal  of  Wildlife  Management  71:1603- 
1606). 

This  proposed  amendment  requires  that  big  game  hunting  pre- 
serves adhere  to  confinement  standards  to  hold  cen’ids.  Tlte  pro- 
posed amendment  exempts  facilities  currently  permitted  by  the 
department  to  hold  cen  ’ids  from  the  new  fencing  standards.  A newly 
permitted  facility  or  a current  facility  permitted  by  the  department  to 
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hold  cervids  which  expands  the  current  perimeter  fence  of  that  facil- 
ity will  be  required  to  comply  with  the  new  fencing  standards.  Tlte 
department  listened  to  comments  from  breeders  during  public  meet- 
ings in  2013  that  the  fencing  standards  (double  fencing  with  the 
perimeter  fence  at  ten  (10)  feet)  would  be  too  onerous  for  existing 
facilities.  The  proposed  amendment  represents  a compromise  that 
provides  risk  management  into  the  future,  while  considering  the  bur- 
den on  current  facilities. 

With  respect  to  on-site  inspections  required  as  part  of  the  permit 
application,  this  requirement  is  needed  so  that  the  department  has 
the  opportunity  to  inspect  all  facilities  and  determine  if  the  facility 
complies  with  applicable  fencing  standards  and  other  requirements 
prior  to  a permit  being  issued. 

With  respect  to  the  new  sampling  requirements  for  all  morbidi- 
ty/mortality events  for  cervids  older  than  six  (6)  months  of  age,  CWD 
testing  of  captive  mortalities  and  records  of  those  tests  are  impera- 
tive to  the  department’s  effort  to  protect  the  state’s  deer  herd.  The 
department  must  retain  the  ability  to  adequately  monitor  CWD  with- 
in the  state ’s  borders.  Tlte  department  is  requiring  the  samples  to  be 
taken  by  an  accredited  veterinarian  to  ensure  proper  tissue  collec- 
tion. 

The  proposed  amendment  requires  confirmed  positive  disease 
results  from  white-tailed  deer,  white-tailed  deer-hybrids,  mule  deer, 
or  mule  deer-hybrids  to  be  verbally  reported  to  a consen’ation  agent 
within  forty-eight  (48)  hours,  with  a copy  of  the  testing  report  to  be 
provided  to  the  state  wildlife  veterinarian  within  seventy-two  (72) 
hours.  This  requirement  is  necessary  to  ensure  the  department  can 
act  in  a timely  and  efficient  manner  to  protect  the  state ’s  deer  herd 
and  also  to  work  with  other  state  agencies  in  Missouri  and  elsewhere 
to  reduce  the  risk  of  spreading  disease.  As  the  state  entity  responsi- 
ble for  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  state ’s  wildlife  resources,  the 
department  is  requiring  permittees,  as  a condition  of  their  permit,  to 
comply  with  a herd  disease  response  plan  approved  by  the  depart- 
ment in  the  e\’ent  a CWD  positive  test  result  is  confirmed.  The 
department  will  work  with  the  permittee  and  other  affected  state  and 
federal  agencies  as  necessary  to  develop  an  appropriate  disease 
response  plan  that  addresses  the  primary  issues  of  quarantine,  test- 
ing and  depopulation,  premises  cleaning  and  disinfection,  fencing, 
and  restocking. 

The  proposed  requirement  of  maintaining  records  for  fifteen  (15) 
years  is  necessary  for  potential  disease  investigations.  CWD-posi- 
tive  individuals  continue  to  be  found  in  captive  facilities  throughout 
the  United  States,  despite  prolonged  participation  in  a CWD  herd 
certification  program.  For  example,  in  2012,  CWD  was  detected  in  a 
captive  red  deer  in  Minnesota  in  spite  of  the  herd’s  enrollment  in  a 
CWD  monitoring  program  for  twelve  (12)  years. 

In  Missouri,  CWD  has  been  confirmed  in  both  captive  and  free- 
ranging  animals.  The  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD  were  found  in  2010 
and  2011  at  two  (2)  private  big-game  hunting  presents  in  Linn  and 
Macon  counties.  Following  those  discoveries,  the  first  two  (2)  cases 
of  CWD  in  free-ranging  deer  were  confirmed  in  201 2 in  northwest 
Macon  County.  To  date,  Missouri ’s  confirmed  cases  of  CWD  total 
eleven  (11 ) in  captive  deer  from  the  private  hunting  presents  and  ten 
(10)  in  free-ranging  deer  harvested  in  Macon  County.  Not  allowing 
new  facilities  within  twenty-five  (25)  miles  of  a confirmed  CWD-pos- 
itive  animal  location  is  intended  to  reduce  the  risk  of  exposing  more 
deer  to  the  disease,  which  could  then  spread  throughout  the  state. 
Published  peer-reviewed  studies  have  found  that,  on  average,  most 
deer  do  not  disperse  more  than  approximately  twenty-five  (25)  to 
thirty  (30)  miles  (Nixon,  C.  et  al.  2007.  White-Tailed  Deer  Dispersal 
Behavior  in  an  Agricultural  Environment.  American  Midland 
Naturalist,  157:212-220.;  Diefenbach,  D.  et  al.  2008.  Modeling 
Distribution  of  Dispersal  Distances  in  Male  White-Tailed  Deer. 
Journal  of  Wildlife  Management,  72:1296-1303.).  Furthermore,  use 
of  twenty-five  (25)  miles  as  a radius  for  a restriction  zone  surround- 
ing a disease  event  was  included  in  the  federal  CWD  herd  certifica- 
tion program  when  the  program  focused  upon  eradication  of  the  dis- 
ease. In  addition,  there  is  precedent  within  the  Wildlife  Code  for 


using  a restriction  distance  (see  3 CSR  10-9.565  (1)(A)3.C.). 

The  Consen’ation  Commission  has  constitutional  authority  to  pro- 
tect the  health  and  integrity  of  the  state ’s  wildlife  resources,  includ- 
ing captive  and  free-ranging  wildlife. 

(1)  Licensed  hunting  preserves  are  subject  to  inspection  by  an  agent 
of  the  department  at  any  reasonable  time.  Animal  health  standards 
and  movement  activities  shall  comply  with  all  state  and  federal  reg- 
ulations. Any  person  holding  a licensed  hunting  preserve  permit  may 
release  on  his/her  licensed  hunting  preserve  only  legally  obtained 
and  captive-reared:  pheasants,  exotic  partridges,  quail,  mallard 
ducks,  and  ungulates  (hoofed  animals)  for  shooting  throughout  the 
year,  under  the  following  conditions: 

(B)  Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve. 

1 . A big  game  hunting  preserve  for  ungulates  shall  be  a fenced 
single  body  of  land,  not  dissected  by  public  roads,  and  not  less  than 
three  hundred  twenty  (320)  acres  and  no  more  than  three  thousand 
two  hundred  (3,200)  acres  in  size.  The  hunting  preserve  shall  not  be 
cross-fenced  into  portions  of  less  than  three  hundred  twenty  (320) 
acres.  The  hunting  preserve  shall  be  fenced  so  as  to  enclose  and  con- 
tain all  released  game  and  exclude  all  hoofed  wildlife  of  the  state 
from  becoming  a part  of  the  enterprise  and  posted  with  signs  speci- 
fied by  the  department.  Fence  [height]  requirements  shall  meet 
standards  specified  in  3 CSR  10-9.220.  Fencing  for  hogs  shall  be 
constructed  of  twelve  (12)  gauge  woven  wire,  at  least  five  feet  (5') 
high,  and  topped  with  one  (1)  strand  of  electrified  wire.  An  addi- 
tional two  feet  (2')  of  such  fencing  shall  be  buried  and  angled  under- 
ground toward  the  enclosure  interior.  A fence  of  equivalent  or  greater 
strength  and  design  to  prevent  the  escape  of  hogs  may  be  substituted 
with  written  application  and  approval  by  an  agent  of  the  department. 

2.  The  permittee  may  exercise  privileges  provided  in  3 CSR  10- 
9.353  only  for  species  held  within  breeding  enclosure(s)  contained 
within  or  directly  adjacent  to  the  big  game  hunting  preserve.  Any 
such  breeding  enclosure(s)  shall  meet  standards  specified  in  3 CSR 
10-9.220.  Breeding  enclosures  may  be  separated  from  the  hunting 
preserve  by  a public  road,  but  must  be  directly  adjacent.  Other 
breeding  enclosures  not  contained  within  or  directly  adjacent  to  the 
hunting  preserve  are  not  covered  under  the  privileges  of  this  rule. 

3.  Any  person  taking  or  hunting  ungulates  on  a big  game  hunt- 
ing preserve  shall  have  in  his/her  possession  a valid  licensed  hunting 
preserve  hunting  permit.  The  permittee  shall  attach  to  the  leg  of  each 
ungulate  taken  on  the  hunting  preserve  a locking  leg  seal  furnished 
by  the  department,  for  which  the  permittee  shall  pay  ten  dollars  ($10) 
per  one  hundred  (100)  seals.  Any  packaged  or  processed  meat  shall 
be  labeled  with  the  licensed  hunting  preserve  permit  number. 

4.  The  holder  of  a Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve  Permit  shall 
have  an  accredited  veterinarian  collect  and  submit  samples  from 
all  known  cases  of  mortality  for  cervids  over  six  (6)  months  of  age 
to  a United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  approved  laborato- 
ry for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing.  The  department  reserves 
the  right  to  require  additional  sampling  and  testing  during  disease 
investigations  or  morbidity/mortality  events.  Animal  health  stan- 
dards and  movement  activities  shall  comply  with  all  state  and  federal 
regulations.  [(Refer  to  Missouri  Department  of  Agriculture  for 
applicable  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  rules  and  regulations.)] 

5.  Big  game  hunting  preserve  permittees  shall  report  escaped 
animals  immediately  to  an  agent  of  the  department. 

6.  Confirmed  positive  results  from  any  disease  test  for  a 
cervid  must  be  verbally  reported  by  the  permit  holder  to  a con- 
servation agent  or  regional  protection  supervisor  of  the  depart- 
ment within  twenty-four  (24)  hours  of  receiving  the  report  and 
provide  a copy  of  the  testing  report  to  the  state  wildlife  veteri- 
narian of  the  department  within  seventy-two  (72)  hours.  In  the 
event  of  confirmed  positive  results  from  a Chronic  Wasting 
Disease  test,  the  permit  holder  shall  comply  with  a herd  disease 
response  plan  approved  by  the  department.  The  plan  will 
include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  quarantine  requirements,  testing 
and  depopulation,  premises  cleaning  and  disinfection,  fencing 
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requirements,  and  restocking  guidelines.  Failure  to  comply  with 
an  approved  herd  disease  response  plan  may  result  in  the  sus- 
pension or  revocation  of  permit  privileges. 

7.  All  ungulates  acquired  by  a holder  of  a big  game  hunting 
preserve  permit  must  be  individually  identified  on  a Breeder’s 
Movement  Certificate  or  a Certificate  of  Veterinary  Inspection. 
A Breeder’s  Movement  Certificate  may  be  completed  by  the 
breeder.  The  form  must  list  the  official  identification,  age,  gen- 
der, species,  complete  address  of  both  the  origin  and  destination, 
and  complete  address  and  name  of  buyer  and  seller.  The  original 
form  must  accompany  the  shipment  and  a copy  shall  be  main- 
tained by  the  herd  of  origin  for  at  least  fifteen  (15)  years.  Sources 
for  cervids  must  be  enrolled  in  a United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture-approved  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  herd  certification 
program. 

8.  New  big  game  hunting  preserves  shall  not  be  constructed 
within  twenty-five  (25)  miles  of  a location  where  Chronic  Wasting 
Disease-positive  animal(s)  have  been  confirmed  by  the  depart- 
ment. 

9.  Live  cervids  imported  into  the  state  shall  not  be  held  in  a 
licensed  big  game  hunting  preserve.  Only  cervids  born  inside  the 
state  of  Missouri  may  be  propagated,  held  in  captivity,  and  hunt- 
ed on  big  game  hunting  preserves. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252. 240,  RSMo  2000.  This  rule  previously  filed  as  3 CSR  10-10. 765. 
Original  rule  filed  Jan.  19,  1972,  effective  Feb.  1,  1972.  For  inter- 
vening history,  please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 
Amended:  Filed  June  13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
up  to  an  estimated  four  hundred  twenty-nine  thousand  dollars 
($429,000)  in  the  aggregate  annually  for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease 
testing.  It  is  anticipated  that  testing  costs  will  recur  over  the  life  of 
the  rule  and  will  vary  with  the  number  of  cervids  within  each  big 
game  hunting  present  and  with  inflation. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-01 80.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  ENTITY  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Title:  3 - Department  of  Conservation 

Division:  10  Conservation  Commission 

Chapter:  9 Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges,  Permits,  Standards 

Type  of  Rulemaking:  Proposed  Amendment 

Rule  Number  and  Name:  3 CSR  10-9.565  Licensed  Hunting  Preserve:  Privileges 


II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which  would 
likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  rule: 

Classification  by  types  of 
the  business  entities  which 
would  likely  be  affected: 

Estimate  in  the  aggregate  as 
to  the  cost  of  compliance  with 
the  rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

44 

Big  Game  Hunting 
Preserve  Permit  holders 

$429,000 

III.  WORKSHEET 

{[44  number  of  permit  holders]*[($150  expense  for  veterinarian  sample  and  Chronic 
Wasting  Disease  test)*(65  number  of  mortalities  per  year)]}= 

{[44]*[$9,750]}= 

$429,000 


IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

There  are  currently  44  Big  Game  Hunting  Preserve  permit  holders  in  February  2014. 

We  estimate  a sample  for  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  testing  collected  by  a veterinarian 
will  be  $150.  Based  on  the  number  of  locking  leg  seals  issued  to  hunting  preserves  from 
2009-2013,  we  estimate  65  harvest  mortalities  on  a facility  per  year. 
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Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  9— Wildlife  Code:  Confined  Wildlife:  Privileges, 
Permits,  Standards 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

3 CSR  10-9.566  Licensed  Hunting  Preserve:  Records  Required. 

The  commission  proposes  to  amend  section  (1)  and  add  section  (4) 
to  this  rule. 

PURPOSE:  Tins  amendment  establishes  a requirement  for  more 
information  within  inventories  and  record  keeping  for  cervids  on  big 
game  hunting  preserves.  This  amendment  further  requires  a minimum 
period  of  time  that  records  must  be  kept. 

Chronic  Wasting  Disease  (CWD)  is  a disease  that  infects  deer  and 
other  members  of  the  deer  family.  It  is  transmitted  by  prions,  which 
are  abnormal  proteins  that  attack  the  nervous  system,  and  is  always 
fatal  to  the  infected  animal.  CWD  is  spread  both  directly  from  deer 
to  deer  and  indirectly  to  deer  from  infected  soil  and  other  surfaces. 
CWD  prions  accumulate  in  the  brain,  spinal  cord,  eyes,  spleen,  and 
lymph  nodes  of  infected  animals.  Once  well  established  in  an  area, 
CWD  is  impossible  to  eradicate.  States  must  focus  on  limiting  the 
spread  of  the  disease  and  preventing  its  introduction  into  new  areas. 

Infectious  diseases  such  as  CWD  threaten  Missouri ’s  deer  herd, 
Missouri ’s  nearly  five  hundred  and  twenty  thousand  (520, 000)  deer 
hunters,  millions  of  wildlife  watchers,  thousands  of  landowners, 
twelve  thousand  (12,000)  Missouri  jobs,  and  hundreds  of  businesses 
and  communities  that  depend  on  the  approximately  one  (1)  billion 
dollars  boost  in  economic  activity  related  to  deer  hunting  and 
watching. 

Die  first  two  (2)  cases  of  CWD  in  Missouri  were  found  in  2010  and 
2011  at  two  (2)  private  big-game  hunting  preserves  in  Linn  and 
Macon  counties.  Following  those  discoveries,  the  first  two  (2)  cases 
of  CWD  in  free-ranging  deer  were  confirmed  in  201 2 in  northwest 
Macon  County.  To  date,  Missouri ’s  confirmed  cases  of  CWD  total 
elex’en  (11)  in  captive  deer  from  the  private  hunting  presents  and  ten 
(10)  in  free-ranging  deer  harvested  in  Macon  County.  CWD  has  been 
confirmed  in  twenty-two  (22)  other  states,  and  it  continues  to  spread 
throughout  the  country. 

While  some  Missouri  deer  breeders  participate  in  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Agriculture’s  CWD  herd  certification  program,  this 
does  not  indicate  a disease  free  status.  It  is  simply  a means  of  reduc- 
ing risk.  The  lag-time  between  infection  and  detection  and  lack  of  a 
live  animal  test  are  inherent  issues  of  concern  within  any  CWD  herd 
certification  program.  CWD-positive  individuals  continue  to  be  found 
in  captive  herds  despite  prolonged  participation  in  a CWD  herd  cer- 
tification program. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  necessary  to  ensure  that  big  game 
hunting  presents  possessing  ungulates  maintain  the  records  neces- 
sary to  identify  and  track  animals.  The  department  has  determined 
that  identification,  evaluation  of  health,  proper  documentation,  and 
record  keeping  on  all  acquired  ungulates  is  imperative.  Rigorous 
identification,  health,  and  herd  inventory  records  will  improve  the 
department’s  ability  to  monitor  acquired  ungulates  in  licensed  big 
game  hunting  presences  and  to  conduct  effective  disease  investiga- 
tions. If  animals  are  moved  from  a facility,  these  records  will  be  nec- 
essary to  trace  the  animal  in  the  future  if  a disease  is  located  at  that 
facility  or  at  the  facility  to  which  the  animal  is  transported. 

The  proposed  requirement  for  records  to  be  maintained  for  fifteen 
(15)  years  is  necessary  for  potential  disease  investigations.  CWD- 
positive  individuals  continue  to  be  found  in  captive  herds  throughout 
the  United  States  despite  prolonged  participation  in  a CWD  herd  cer- 
tification program.  For  example,  in  2012,  CWD  was  detected  in  a 
captive  red  deer  in  Minnesota  in  spite  of  the  herd ’s  enrollment  in  a 
CWD  monitoring  program  for  twelve  (12)  years. 

With  respect  to  requiring  big  game  hunting  presences  that  include 
a breeding  facility  to  comply  with  regulations  pertaining  to  those 


facilities,  if  privileges  are  exercised,  the  same  records  should  be 
required. 

(1)  Big  game  hunting  preserve  permittees  shall  keep  a permanent 
record,  by  date,  of  the  number  of  each  species  held,  acquired,  prop- 
agated, sold,  released,  the  number  of  each  species  taken  on  the  pre- 
serve, and  the  full  name,  address,  and  permit  number  (if  applicable) 
of  each  buyer,  seller,  shooter,  and/or  taker,  on  forms  provided  by  the 
department.  Printed  copies  of  these  forms  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Missouri  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180,  Jefferson  City, 
MO  65102-0180  and  online  at  www.missouriconservation.org.  The 
holder  of  a big  game  hunting  preserve  permit  must  establish  and 
maintain  a system  of  inventory  for  all  acquired  ungulates  that 
includes  the  following  for  each  animal:  permanent  physical  iden- 
tification, species,  date  of  birth,  gender,  date  of  acquisition,  com- 
plete address  of  source,  complete  address  and  name  of  both  the 
current  and  previous  owner,  mortality  date,  cause  of  death  (if 
known),  official  Chronic  Wasting  Disease  test  results  as  required 
in  3 CSR  10-9.565  (1)(B)4.,  method  and  location  of  carcass  dis- 
posal, and  the  numbers  from  the  Licensed  Hunting  Preserve 
Permit  of  the  hunter  and  locking  leg  seal  (if  applicable).  These 
records  and  applicable  state  and  federal  animal  health  and  move- 
ment records  and  permits  for  each  animal  shall  be  maintained  on 
the  premises  of  the  licensed  big  game  hunting  preserve  for  at 
least  fifteen  (15)  years  and  shall  be  subject  to  inspection  by  an 
authorized  agent  of  the  department  at  any  reasonable  time. 

(4)  Big  game  hunting  preserve  permit  holders  exercising  the  priv- 
ileges provided  in  3 CSR  10-9.353  shall  also  meet  record  keeping 
requirements  specified  in  3 CSR  10-9.359. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const,  and  section 
252.240,  RSMo  2000.  Emergency  rule  filed  March  11,  2002,  effec- 
tive March  21,  2002,  expired  Sept.  16,  2002.  Original  rule  filed 
March  11,  2002,  effective  July  30,  2002.  For  intervening  history, 
please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  June 
13,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  Tom  A. 
Draper,  Deputy  Director,  Department  of  Conservation,  PO  Box  180, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-01 80.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  9— Licensing  of  Anesthesiologist  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-9.080  Fees.  The  board  is  proposing  to  amend  subsec- 
tions (1)(A),  (B),  (D),  (H),  and  (I). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  reduces  the  licensure  by  examination, 
reciprocity,  renewal  and  reinstatement  fees.  This  amendment  also 
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clarifies  the  type  of  the  duplicate  license  fee  for  which  there  is  a 
charge. 

(1)  The  following  fees  are  established  by  the  State  Board  of 
Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts,  and  are  payable  in  the  form  of  a 
personal  check,  cashier’s  check,  or  money  order: 

(A)  Licensure  by  Examination  Fee  [$  1 ,000]  $300 

(B)  Reciprocity  License  Fee  [$1 ,000]  $300 

(D)  Renewal  of  Certificate  of  Registration  Fee  [$500]  $200 

(H)  Duplicate  Wall  Hanging  License  Fee  $ 30 

(I)  Reinstatement  Fee  [$500]  $300 

AUTHORITY:  sectionls]  334.125,  RSMo  2000,  and  section  334.414, 
RSMo  Supp.  [2005]  2013.  Original  rule  filed  Jan.  17,  2006,  effec- 
tive Aug.  30,  2006.  Moved  to  20  CSR  2150-9.080,  effective  Aug.  28, 
2006.  Amended:  Filed  July  1,  2014. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  state  agencies 
approximately  forty  thousand  three  hundred  dollars  ($40, 300)  bien- 
nially for  the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  costs  will  recur 
for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation,  and  are  expected  to 
increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight 
Committee. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  save  private  entities 
approximately  forty  thousand  three  hundred  dollars  ($40, 300)  bien- 
nially for  the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  savings  will 
recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule  and  may  vary  with  inflation. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Board 
of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts,  PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102,  by  facsimile  at  (573)  751-3166,  or  via  email  at 

healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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PUBLIC  FISCAL  NOTE 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 

Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 

Chapter  9 - Licensing  of  Anesthesiologist  Assistants 

Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-9.080  Fees 

Prepared  June  17,  2014  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Affected  Agency  or  Political  Subdivision 

Estimated  Loss  of  Revenue 

State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 

$40,300 

Total  Loss  of  Revenue 
Biennially  for  the  Life  of  the  Rule 

$40,300 

III.  WORKSHEET 

See  Private  Entity  Fiscal  Note 

IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  The  total  loss  of  revenue  is  based  on  the  cost  savings  to  private  entities  reflected  in  the  Private  Fiscal  Note  filed  with 
this  rule. 

2.  The  board  utilizes  a roiling  five-year  financial  analysis  process  to  evaluate  its  fund  balance,  establish  fee  structure,  and 
assess  budgetary  needs.  The  five-year  analysis  is  based  on  the  projected  revenue,  expenses,  and  number  of  licensees. 
Based  on  the  board’s  recent  five-year  analysis,  the  board  voted  on  a reduction  in  individual  licensure,  reciprocity, 
renewal,  and  reinstatement  fees  for  anesthesiologist  assistants. 

3.  The  above  figures  are  based  on  FY  2014  actuals. 
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PRIVATE  FISCAL  NOTE 


L RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  9 - Licensing  of  Anesthesiologist  Assistants 
Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-9.080  Fees 

Prepared  June  17,  2014  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  the  number  of  entities 
by  class  which  would  likely  be 
affected  by  the  adoption  of 
the  proposed  amendment: 

Classification  by  type  of  the 
business  entities  which  would 
likely  be  affected: 

Estimated  savings  for 
compliance  with  the 
amendment  by 
affected  entities: 

20 

Licensure  by  Examination  Fees 
(License  Fee  - $700  decrease) 

($1 4,000  > 

3 

Reciprocity  License  Fees 
(License  Fee  - $700  decrease) 

($2,100) 

80 

Renewal  of  Certificate  of  Registration  Fees 
(License  Fee  - $300  decrease) 

($24,000) 

1 

Reinstatement  Fees 
(Application  Fee  - $200  decrease) 

($200) 

Estimated  Annual  Cost  Savings 
for  the  Life  of  the  Rule 

($40,300) 

HI.  WORKSHEET 

See  table  above. 

IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  The  figures  reported  above  for  licensure  by  examination  and  renewals  are  based  on 
FY ! 4 actuals. 

2.  There  were  no  requests  for  applications  by  reciprocity  or  reinstatement,  however  the 
board  estimates  three  requests  for  reciprocity  and  one  for  reinstatement  each  year. 

3.  Travel  expenses  are  not  included  in  the  private  entity  cost  associated  with  this  fiscal 
note  due  to  the  various  geographic  locations  and  distances  of  licensees. 

4.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  total  cost  savings  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary 
with  inflation  and  is  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative 
Oversight  Committee. 

Note:  The  board  is  statutorily  obligated  to  enforce  and  administer  the  provisions  of  Chapter 

334,  RSMo.  Pursuant  to  section  334.090,  RSMo  the  board  shall  by  rule  and  regulation 
set  the  amount  of  fees  authorized  by  sections  334.400  to  334.430,  RSMo  at  a level  to 
produce  revenue  which  shall  not  substantially  exceed  the  cost  and  expense  of 
administering  sections  334.400  to  334.430  RSMo. 
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This  section  will  contain  the  final  text  of  the  rules  proposed 
by  agencies.  The  order  of  rulemaking  is  required  to  con- 
tain a citation  to  the  legal  authority  upon  which  the  order  or 
rulemaking  is  based;  reference  to  the  date  and  page  or  pages 
where  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Missouri  Register,  an  explanation  of  any  change  between 
the  text  of  the  rule  as  contained  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  the  text  of  the  rule  as  finally  adopted,  togeth- 
er with  the  reason  for  any  such  change;  and  the  full  text  of 
any  section  or  subsection  of  the  rule  as  adopted  which  has 
been  changed  from  that  contained  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  effective  date  of  the  rule  shall  be  not  less 
than  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of  the  revi- 
sion to  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

The  agency  is  also  required  to  make  a brief  summary  of 
the  general  nature  and  extent  of  comments  submitted  in 
support  of  or  opposition  to  the  proposed  rule  and  a concise 
summary  of  the  testimony  presented  at  the  hearing,  if  any, 
held  in  connection  with  the  rulemaking,  together  with  a con- 
cise summary  of  the  agency’s  findings  with  respect  to  the 
merits  of  any  such  testimony  or  comments  which  are 
opposed  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the  proposed  rule.  The  ninety- 
(90-)  day  period  during  which  an  agency  shall  file  its  order  of 
rulemaking  for  publication  in  the  Missouri  Register  begins 
either:  1)  after  the  hearing  on  the  proposed  rulemaking  is 
held;  or  2)  at  the  end  of  the  time  for  submission  of  comments 
to  the  agency.  During  this  period,  the  agency  shall  file  with 
the  secretary  of  state  the  order  of  rulemaking,  either  putting 
the  proposed  rule  into  effect,  with  or  without  further  changes, 
or  withdrawing  the  proposed  rule. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  2— Practice  and  Procedure 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Public  Service  Commission  under  sec- 
tion 386.410,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission  amends  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  240-2.090  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  March  3,  2014 
(39  MoReg  630).  Those  sections  with  changes  are  reprinted  here. 
This  proposed  amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 


COMMENT  #1:  The  written  comment  of  MGUA  and  MEUA,  which 
was  reiterated  by  its  attorney,  Stuart  Conrad,  at  the  hearing,  advises 
the  commission  to  revise  subsection  (2)(C)  of  the  rule  to  allow  the 
commission  the  flexibility  to  order  the  modification  of  response  times 
to  data  requests  as  necessary  in  particular  cases  by  adding  the  phrase 
“or  as  otherwise  ordered  by  the  commission”  to  the  end  of  the  sub- 
section. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  commission 
agrees  with  the  comment  and  will  modify  the  subsection  in  the  man- 
ner suggested. 

COMMENT  #2:  The  written  comment  of  MGUA  and  MEUA,  which 
was  reiterated  by  its  attorney,  Stuart  Conrad,  at  the  hearing,  expresses 
concern  about  subsection  (2)(H)  of  the  rule.  That  subsection,  which  is 
a new  provision  in  the  rule,  requires  that  data  requests  sent  to  or  from 
the  staff  of  the  commission  be  submitted  and  responded  to  in  the  com- 
mission’s electronic  filing  and  information  system  (EFIS).  MGUA, 
MEUA,  and  Mr.  Conrad  complain  that  requiring  such  data  requests  to 
be  submitted  and  responded  to  in  EFIS  would  place  an  unfair  burden 
on  non-utility  intervening  parties  in  cases  before  the  commission  and 
could  provide  an  advantage  to  staff.  In  particular  they  assert  that  the 
use  of  EFIS  is  time  consuming  because  the  system  works  more  slow- 
ly for  users  outside  the  commission’s  firewall  than  it  does  for  users  at 
the  commission.  They  also  express  concern  about  the  security  of  send- 
ing confidential  documents  via  the  internet.  Finally,  they  claim  that 
the  delays  associated  with  having  to  use  EFIS  would  increase  litigation 
costs  for  intervening  parties.  In  particular,  they  are  concerned  that 
expert  witnesses  engaged  by  counsel  might  not  be  able  to  access  EFIS 
to  view  confidential  data  request  responses  until  those  responses  are 
filtered  by  legal  counsel.  To  avoid  these  problems,  MGUA,  MEUA, 
and  Mr.  Conrad  urge  the  commission  to  modify  this  subsection  to 
make  the  use  of  EFIS  optional  for  submitting  and  responding  to  data 
requests  to  and  from  staff. 

RESPONSE:  The  commission  thanks  MGUA,  MEUA,  and  Mr. 
Conrad  for  their  comments.  The  commission  is  proposing  to  amend 
this  subsection  to  centralize  and  standardize  data  request  procedures 
for  those  data  requests  sent  by  or  responded  to  by  the  commission’s 
staff.  The  commission  believes  that  goal  can  best  be  accomplished  by 
routing  such  data  requests  through  EFIS.  Allowing  some  data  requests 
to  be  routed  in  some  other  manner  at  the  discretion  of  a party  would 
defeat  the  purpose  of  the  rule. 

The  concerns  raised  by  MGUA,  MEUA,  and  Mr.  Conrad  do  not 
persuade  the  commission  to  modify  the  rule.  The  requirement  that 
data  requests  sent  to  and  by  staff  be  submitted  through  EFIS  does  not 
provide  any  strategic  advantage  to  staff.  While  EFIS  does  operate 
somewhat  slower  for  users  outside  the  system’s  firewall,  such  delays 
are  minimal  and  can  be  measured  in  milliseconds.  Submissions  to 
EFIS  are  encrypted  for  transmission  and,  therefore,  are  more  secure 
than  an  ordinary  e-mail.  Finally,  the  requirement  that  data  requests 
to  and  from  staff  be  routed  through  EFIS  will  not  have  a measurable 
fiscal  impact  on  anyone.  The  commission  will  not  make  the  change 
proposed  by  MGUA,  MEUA,  and  Mr.  Conrad. 


SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  The  public  comment  period  ended 
April  2,  2014,  and  the  commission  held  a public  hearing  on  the  pro- 
posed amendment  on  April  7,  2014.  The  commission  received  time- 
ly written  comments  from  Kansas  City  Power  & Light  Company 
(KCP&L)  and  KCP&L  Greater  Missouri  Operations  Company 
(GMO).  Additional  written  comments  were  received  from  Midwest 
Gas  Users’  Association  (MGUA)  and  Midwest  Energy  Users’ 
Association  (MEUA).  In  addition,  the  following  people  offered  com- 
ments at  the  hearing:  James  Fischer,  representing  KCP&L  and  GMO; 
Stuart  W.  Comad,  representing  MGUA  and  MEUA;  Sarah  Giboney, 
representing  Union  Electric  Company,  d/b/a  Ameren  Missouri;  Kevin 
Thompson,  representing  the  staff  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission;  and  Kim  Happy  and  John  Hanauer  on  behalf  of  the  staff 
of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission. 


COMMENT  #3 : KCP&L  and  GMO  filed  written  comments  that  also 
recommend  that  the  use  of  EFIS  be  made  optional.  However,  their 
concern  is  narrower  than  that  raised  by  MGUA,  MEUA,  and  Mr. 
Comad.  At  the  hearing,  counsel  for  KCP&L  and  GMO,  James 
Fischer,  explained  that  sometimes  the  amount  of  data  exchanged  in 
response  to  a data  request  is  so  voluminous  that  it  is  impractical  to 
submit  it  electronically  through  EFIS.  In  those  circumstances,  the 
other  parties  may  agree  with  staff  to  submit  the  data  on  a disk.  For 
that  reason,  they  propose  the  following  clause  be  added  to  the  end  of 
subsection  (2)(H):  “unless  otherwise  agreed  by  the  parties  to  the  data 
requests  or  otherwise  ordered  by  the  commission.  ” KCP&L  and  GMO 
believe  that  such  language  will  provide  needed  flexibility  when  deal- 
ing with  voluminous  materials.  Sarah  Giboney,  counsel  for  Ameren 
Missouri,  supported  the  alternative  language  proposed  by  Mr.  Fischer. 
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Kim  Happy,  manager  of  the  commission’s  data  center,  agreed  that  size 
limitations  can  be  a problem  and  said  that  the  data  center  is  willing  to 
work  with  parties  to  help  get  such  documents  into  EFIS.  She  suggest- 
ed that  Mr.  Fischer’s  alternative  language  be  limited  to  apply  only 
when  EFIS  limitations  would  prevent  such  a filing. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  commis- 
sion agrees  that  some  additional  flexibility  is  needed  to  permit  a rea- 
sonable response  when  the  limitations  of  EFIS  would  make  it  diffi- 
cult or  impossible  to  submit  voluminous  documents.  However,  that 
exception  should  not  be  so  broad  as  to  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  rule- 
making.  The  commission  will  adopt  the  language  proposed  by  Mr. 
Fischer,  but  will  add  a limitation  as  suggested  by  Ms.  Happy. 

COMMENT  #4:  Sarah  Giboney,  counsel  for  Ameren  Missouri,  com- 
mented at  the  hearing  that  Ameren  Missouri  does  not  object  to  the  pro- 
posed amendment.  Further,  as  described  in  the  previous  comment, 
Ameren  Missouri  supports  the  revision  proposed  by  Mr.  Fischer. 
RESPONSE:  The  commission  thanks  Ms.  Giboney  and  Ameren 
Missouri  for  those  comments. 

COMMENT  #5:  Kim  Happy,  manager  of  the  commission’s  data  cen- 
ter, commented  at  the  hearing  to  explain  the  purpose  of  the  amend- 
ment and  to  explain  how  the  data  center  handles  data  requests  and 
responses. 

RESPONSE:  The  commission  thanks  Ms.  Happy  for  her  comments. 

COMMENT  #6:  John  Hanauer,  director  of  the  commission's  IT 
department,  commented  at  the  hearing  to  explain  the  technical  aspects 
of  EFIS  and  how  the  technical  limitations  of  EFIS  do  and  do  not  affect 
the  users  of  that  system. 

RESPONSE:  The  commission  thanks  Mr.  Hanauer  for  his  comments. 

COMMENT  #7 : Kevin  Thompson,  Chief  Staff  Counsel  for  the  com- 
mission, commented  at  the  hearing  to  explain  why  staff  wants  to  use 
EFIS  as  its  primary  data  request  interface.  He  also  explained  that  the 
use  of  EFIS  as  that  interface  does  not  offer  staff  any  strategic  advan- 
tage and  would  provide  other  parties  easier  access  to  staff  data 
requests  and  responses. 

RESPONSE:  The  commission  thanks  Mr.  Thompson  for  his  com- 
ments. 

4 CSR  240-2.090  Discovery  and  Prehearings 

(2)  Parties  may  use  data  requests  as  a means  for  discovery. 

(C)  The  party  to  whom  data  requests  are  presented  shall  answer 
the  requests  within  twenty  (20)  days  after  receipt  unless  otherwise 
agreed  to  by  the  parties  to  the  data  requests,  or  otherwise  ordered  by 
the  commission. 

(H)  Any  data  request  issued  to  or  by  the  staff  of  the  commission 
shall  be  submitted  and  responded  to  in  the  commission’s  Electronic 
Filing  and  Information  System  (EFIS).  However,  if  the  technical  lim- 
itations of  EFIS  make  such  submission  or  response  difficult,  the  par- 
ties to  the  data  requests  may  agree  upon  an  alternative  method  of  sub- 
mission and  response,  or  an  alternative  method  of  submission  and 
response  may  be  ordered  by  the  commission. 


Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission 

Chapter  12— Scenic  Byways 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission  under  sections  226.020,  226.130(2),  227.030,  and 
226.797-226.799,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission  amends  a rule  as  fol- 
lows: 

7 CSR  10-12.010  Scenic  Byways  is  amended. 


A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  February  18, 
2014  (39  MoReg  493).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the 
proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission 

Chapter  12— Scenic  Byways 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission  under  sections  226.020,  226.150,  226.797,  226.798, 
and  226.799,  RSMo  2000  and  section  1047  of  the  Intermodal  Surface 
Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of  1991,  RL.  102-240,  the  commission 
amends  a rule  as  follows: 

7 CSR  10-12.020  Application  Procedures  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  February  18, 
2014  (39  MoReg  493-494).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission 

Chapter  12— Scenic  Byways 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation 
Commission  under  sections  226.020,  226.150,  226.797,  226.798, 
226.799,  and  226.801,  RSMo  2000  and  section  1047  of  the 
Intermodal  Surface  Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of  1991,  P.L.  102- 
240,  the  commission  amends  a rule  as  follows: 

7 CSR  10-12.030  Nomination  Review  Process  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  February  18, 
2014  (39  MoReg  494-495).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  22— MISSOURI  CONSOLIDATED 
HEALTH  CARE  PLAN 
Division  10— Health  Care  Plan 
Chapter  2— State  Membership 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Consolidated  Health  Care 
Plan  under  section  103.059,  RSMo  2000,  the  director  amends  a rule 
as  follows: 
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22  CSR  10-2.094  Tobacco-Free  Incentive  Provisions  and 
Limitations  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  April  1,  2014 
(39  MoReg  783-784).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the 
proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 
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This  section  may  contain  notice  of  hearings,  correction 
notices,  public  information  notices,  rule  action  notices,  state- 
ments of  actual  costs,  and  other  items  required  to  be  published  in 
the  Missouri  Register  by  law. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Public  Participation 

If  you  want  us  to  notify  you  that  we  received  your  comments,  please 
include  a self-addressed,  stamped  envelope  or  postcard. 


Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and 
Transportation  Commission 
Chapter  25— Motor  Carrier  Operations 

IN  ADDITION 

7 CSR  10-25.010  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  for 
Commercial  Drivers 

PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Public  Notice  and  Request  for  Comments  on  Applications  for  Issuance 
of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  to  Intrastate  Commercial 
Drivers  with  Diabetes  Mellitus  or  Impaired  Vision 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  MoDOT’s  receipt  of  applications 
for  the  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  (SPE)  Certificates 
from  individuals  who  do  not  meet  the  physical  qualification  require- 
ments in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations  for  drivers  of 
commercial  motor  vehicles  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce  because 
of  impaired  vision  or  an  established  medical  history  or  clinical  diag- 
nosis of  diabetes  mellitus  currently  requiring  insulin  for  control.  If 
granted,  the  SPE  Certificates  will  authorize  these  individuals  to  qual- 
ify as  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  (CM Vs),  in  intrastate 
commerce  only,  without  meeting  the  vision  standard  prescribed  in  49 
CFR  391.41(b)(10),  if  applicable,  or  the  diabetes  standard  prescribed 
in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the  address  stated  below,  on 
or  before,  August  15,  2014. 

ADDRESSES:  You  may  submit  comments  concerning  an  applicant, 
identified  by  the  Application  Number  stated  below,  by  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing methods: 

• Email:  kathy.hatfield@modot.mo.gov 

• Mail:  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City?  MO  65102-0893 

• Hand  Delivery : 1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109 

• Instructions:  All  comments  submitted  must  include  the  agency  name 
and  Application  Number  for  this  public  notice.  For  detailed  instruc- 
tions on  submitting  comments,  see  the  Public  Participation  heading  of 
the  Supplementary  Information  section  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
received  will  be  open  and  available  for  public  inspection  and  MoDOT 
may  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

COMMENTS  RECEIVED 
BECOME  MoDOT  PUBLIC  RECORD 

• By  submitting  any  comments  to  MoDOT,  the  person  authorizes 
MoDOT  to  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

• Docket:  For  access  to  the  department’s  file,  to  read  background 
documents  or  comments  received,  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65109,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Kathy  J.  Hatfield, 
Motor  Carrier  Investigations  Specialist,  (573)  526-9926,  MoDOT 
Motor  Carrier  Services  Division,  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102-0893.  Office  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  CT, 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 


Background 

The  individuals  listed  in  this  notice  have  recently  filed  applications 
requesting  MoDOT  to  issue  SPE  Certificates  to  exempt  them  from 
the  physical  qualification  requirements  relating  to  vision  in  49  CFR 
391.41(b)(10),  or  to  diabetes  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3),  which  other- 
wise apply  to  drivers  of  CMVs  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce. 

Under  section  622.555,  RSMo  Supp.  2013,  MoDOT  may  issue  an 
SPE  Certificate,  for  not  more  than  a two-  (2-)  year  period,  if  it  finds 
that  the  applicant  has  the  ability,  while  operating  CMVs,  to  maintain 
a level  of  safety  that  is  equivalent  to  or  greater  than  the  driver  qual- 
ification standards  of  49  CFR  391.41.  Upon  application,  MoDOT 
may  renew  an  exemption  upon  expiration. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  will  evaluate  the  qualifications  of  each  appli- 
cant to  determine  whether  issuing  an  SPE  Certificate  will  comply 
with  the  statutory  requirements  and  will  achieve  the  required  level  of 
safety.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificate  is  only  applicable  to  intrastate 
transportation  wholly  within  Missouri. 

Qualifications  of  Applicants 

Application  #209 

Applicant's  Name  & Age:  Steven  R.  Edwards,  55 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Insulin-treated  diabetes  mellitus  (IDTM). 
Mr.  Edwards  has  uncorrected  visual  acuity  of  20/25  Snellen  in  each 
eye  and  has  uncorrected  visual  acuity  of  20/25  Snellen  in  both  eyes. 
He  has  been  IDTM  since  January  2010,  with  no  glycemic  reaction 
within  the  past  five  (5)  years. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  Mr.  Edwards  has  approximately  five 
(5)  years  of  commercial  motor  vehicle  experience,  including  passen- 
ger vehicles.  Mr.  Edwards  is  currently  unemployed  and  anticipates 
driving  a passenger  vehicle  and  has  his  Class  B permit.  In  addition, 
he  has  experience  driving  personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  & Date:  Following  an  examination,  in  April  2014, 
a board-certified  endocrinologist  certified  his  condition  would  not 
adversely  affect  his  ability  to  operate  a commercial  motor  vehicle 
safely. 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  Mr.  Edwards  has  had  no  tickets  or 
accidents  on  record  for  the  previous  three  (3)  years. 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Motor  Carrier  Services 
Division,  pursuant  to  section  622.555,  RSMo,  and  rule  7 CSR  10- 
25.010,  requests  public  comment  from  all  interested  persons  on  the 
applications  for  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates 
described  in  this  notice.  We  will  consider  all  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  closing  date  indicated  earlier  in 
this  notice. 

Issued  on:  June  16,  2014 

Scott  Marion,  Motor  Carrier  Services  Director,  Missouri  Department 
of  Transportation. 
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Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and 
Transportation  Commission 
Chapter  25— Motor  Carrier  Operations 

IN  ADDITION 

7 CSR  10-25.010  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  for 
Commercial  Drivers 

PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Public  Notice  and  Request  for  Comments  on  Applications  for  Issuance 
of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  to  Intrastate  Commercial 
Drivers  with  Diabetes  Mellitus  or  Impaired  Vision 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  MoDOT’s  receipt  of  applications 
for  the  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  (SPE)  Certificates 
from  individuals  who  do  not  meet  the  physical  qualification  require- 
ments in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations  for  drivers  of 
commercial  motor  vehicles  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce  because 
of  impaired  vision  or  an  established  medical  history  or  clinical  diag- 
nosis of  diabetes  mellitus  currently  requiring  insulin  for  control.  If 
granted,  the  SPE  Certificates  will  authorize  these  individuals  to  qual- 
ify as  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  (CM Vs),  in  intrastate 
commerce  only,  without  meeting  the  vision  standard  prescribed  in  49 
CFR  391.41(b)(10),  if  applicable,  or  the  diabetes  standard  prescribed 
in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the  address  stated  below,  on 
or  before,  August  15,  2014. 

ADDRESSES:  You  may  submit  comments  concerning  an  applicant, 
identified  by  the  Application  Number  stated  below,  by  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing methods: 

• Email:  kathy.hatfield@modot.mo.gov 

• Mail:  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City?  MO  65102-0893 

• Hand  Delivery : 1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109 

• Instructions:  All  comments  submitted  must  include  the  agency  name 
and  Application  Number  for  this  public  notice.  For  detailed  instruc- 
tions on  submitting  comments,  see  the  Public  Participation  heading  of 
the  Supplementary  Information  section  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
received  will  be  open  and  available  for  public  inspection  and  MoDOT 
may  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

COMMENTS  RECEIVED 
BECOME  MoDOT  PUBLIC  RECORD 

• By  submitting  any  comments  to  MoDOT,  the  person  authorizes 
MoDOT  to  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

• Docket:  For  access  to  the  department’s  file,  to  read  background 
documents  or  comments  received,  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65109,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Kathy  J.  Hatfield, 
Motor  Carrier  Investigations  Specialist,  (573)  526-9926,  MoDOT 
Motor  Carrier  Services  Division,  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102-0893.  Office  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  CT, 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Public  Participation 

If  you  want  us  to  notify  you  that  we  received  your  comments,  please 
include  a self-addressed,  stamped  envelope  or  postcard. 

Background 

The  individuals  listed  in  this  notice  have  recently  filed  applications 
requesting  MoDOT  to  issue  SPE  Certificates  to  exempt  them  from 


the  physical  qualification  requirements  relating  to  vision  in  49  CFR 
391.41(b)(10),  or  to  diabetes  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3),  which  other- 
wise apply  to  drivers  of  CMVs  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce. 

Under  section  622.555,  RSMo  Supp.  2013,  MoDOT  may  issue  an 
SPE  Certificate,  for  not  more  than  a two-  (2-)  year  period,  if  it  finds 
that  the  applicant  has  the  ability,  while  operating  CMVs,  to  maintain 
a level  of  safety  that  is  equivalent  to  or  greater  than  the  driver  qual- 
ification standards  of  49  CFR  391.41.  Upon  application,  MoDOT 
may  renew  an  exemption  upon  expiration. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  will  evaluate  the  qualifications  of  each  appli- 
cant to  determine  whether  issuing  an  SPE  Certificate  will  comply 
with  the  statutory  requirements  and  will  achieve  the  required  level  of 
safety.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificate  is  only  applicable  to  intrastate 
transportation  wholly  within  Missouri. 

Qualifications  of  Applicants 

Application  #166 

Renewal  Applicant's  Name  & Age:  William  R.  Crist,  48 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Vision  impaired. 

Mr.  Crist’s  best-corrected  visual  acuity  in  his  left  eye  is  20/20 
Snellen,  his  best-corrected  visual  acuity  in  his  right  eye  is  20/200 
Snellen,  and  his  best-corrected  visual  acuity  in  both  eyes  is  20/20 
Snellen.  The  visual  impairment  has  been  since  childhood. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  Mr.  Crist  is  currently  employed  with  a 
City  Government  Agency  and  has  driven  boom  trucks  for  approxi- 
mately eight  (8)  years  and  currently  holds  a valid  Class  A CDL 
license.  Mr.  Crist  drives  his  personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  and  Date:  Following  an  examination  in  May,  2014, 
his  optometrist  certified  his  condition  would  not  adversely  affect  his 
ability  to  operate  a commercial  vehicle  safely. 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  No  accidents  or  violations  on 
record  for  the  previous  three  (3)  years. 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Motor  Carrier  Services 
Division,  pursuant  to  section  622.555,  RSMo,  and  rule  7 CSR  10- 
25.010,  requests  public  comment  from  all  interested  persons  on  the 
applications  for  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates 
described  in  this  notice.  We  will  consider  all  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  closing  date  indicated  earlier  in 
this  notice. 

Issued  on:  June  16,  2014 

Scott  Marion,  Motor  Carrier  Services  Director,  Missouri  Department 
of  Transportation. 
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7 CSR  10-25.010  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  for 
Commercial  Drivers 

PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Public  Notice  and  Request  for  Comments  on  Applications  for  Issuance 
of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  to  Intrastate  Commercial 
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Drivers  with  Diabetes  Mellitus  or  Impaired  Vision 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  MoDOT’s  receipt  of  applica- 
tions for  the  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  (SPE) 
Certificates  from  individuals  who  do  not  meet  the  physical  qualifi- 
cation requirements  in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations 
for  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  in  Missouri  intrastate  com- 
merce because  of  impaired  vision  or  an  established  medical  history 
or  clinical  diagnosis  of  diabetes  mellitus  currently  requiring  insulin 
for  control.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificates  will  authorize  these  indi- 
viduals to  qualify  as  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  (CM Vs), 
in  intrastate  commerce  only,  without  meeting  the  vision  standard  pre- 
scribed in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(10),  if  applicable,  or  the  diabetes  stan- 
dard prescribed  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the  address  stated  below,  on 
or  before,  August  15,  2014. 

ADDRESSES:  You  may  submit  comments  concerning  an  applicant, 
identified  by  the  Application  Number  stated  below,  by  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing methods: 

• Email:  kathy.hatfield@modot.mo.gov 

• Mail:  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City;  MO  65102-0893 

• Hand  Delivery:  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109 

• Instructions:  All  comments  submitted  must  include  the  agency  name 
and  Application  Number  for  this  public  notice.  For  detailed  instruc- 
tions on  submitting  comments,  see  the  Public  Participation  heading  of 
the  Supplementary  Information  section  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
received  will  be  open  and  available  for  public  inspection  and  MoDOT 
may  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

COMMENTS  RECEIVED 
BECOME  MoDOT  PUBLIC  RECORD 

• By  submitting  any  comments  to  MoDOT,  the  person  authorizes 
MoDOT  to  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

• Docket:  For  access  to  the  department's  file,  to  read  background 
documents  or  comments  received,  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65109,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Kathy  J.  Hatfield, 
Motor  Carrier  Investigations  Specialist,  (573)  526-9926,  MoDOT 
Motor  Carrier  Services  Division,  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102-0893.  Office  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  CT, 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Public  Participation 

If  you  want  us  to  notify  you  that  we  received  your  comments,  please 
include  a self-addressed,  stamped  envelope  or  postcard. 

Background 

The  individuals  listed  in  this  notice  have  recently  filed  applications 
requesting  MoDOT  to  issue  SPE  Certificates  to  exempt  them  from 
the  physical  qualification  requirements  relating  to  vision  in  49  CFR 
391.41(b)(10),  or  to  diabetes  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3),  which  other- 
wise apply  to  drivers  of  CMVs  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce. 

Under  section  622.555,  RSMo  Supp.  2013,  MoDOT  may  issue  an 
SPE  Certificate,  for  not  more  than  a two-  (2-)  year  period,  if  it  finds 
that  the  applicant  has  the  ability,  while  operating  CMVs,  to  maintain 
a level  of  safety  that  is  equivalent  to  or  greater  than  the  driver  qual- 
ification standards  of  49  CFR  391.41.  Upon  application,  MoDOT 
may  renew  an  exemption  upon  expiration. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  will  evaluate  the  qualifications  of  each  appli- 
cant to  determine  whether  issuing  an  SPE  Certificate  will  comply 


with  the  statutory  requirements  and  will  achieve  the  required  level  of 
safety.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificate  is  only  applicable  to  intrastate 
transportation  wholly  within  Missouri. 

Qualifications  of  Applicants 

Application  #160 

Renewal  Applicant’s  Name  & Age:  Joel  D.  Gorman,  38 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Insulin-treated  diabetes  mellitus  (IDTM). 
Mr.  Gorman  has  uncorrected  visual  acuity  of  20/20  Snellen  in  each 
eye  and  has  uncorrected  visual  acuity  of  20/20  Snellen  in  both  eyes. 
He  has  been  IDTM  since  2008,  with  no  glycemic  reaction  within  the 
past  five  (5)  years. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  Mr.  Gorman  has  approximately  thir- 
teen (13)  years  of  commercial  motor  vehicle  experience.  Mr. 
Gorman  currently  has  a Class  B CDL  license.  In  addition,  he  has 
experience  driving  personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  & Date:  Following  an  examination,  in  May,  2014, 
a board-certified  endocrinologist  certified  his  condition  would  not 
adversely  affect  his  ability  to  operate  a commercial  motor  vehicle 
safely. 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  Mr.  Gorman  has  had  no  tickets  or 
accidents  on  record  for  the  previous  three  (3)  years. 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Motor  Carrier  Services 
Division,  pursuant  to  section  622.555,  RSMo,  and  rule  7 CSR  10- 
25.010,  requests  public  comment  from  all  interested  persons  on  the 
applications  for  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates 
described  in  this  notice.  We  will  consider  all  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  closing  date  indicated  earlier  in 
this  notice. 

Issued  on:  June  16,  2014 

Scott  Marion,  Motor  Carrier  Services  Director,  Missouri  Department 
of  Transportation. 

Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and 
Transportation  Commission 
Chapter  25— Motor  Carrier  Operations 

IN  ADDITION 

7 CSR  10-25.010  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  for 
Commercial  Drivers 

PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Public  Notice  and  Request  for  Comments  on  Applications  for 
Issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  to  Intrastate 
Commercial  Drivers  with  Diabetes  Mellitus  or  Impaired  Vision 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  MoDOT's  receipt  of  applica- 
tions for  the  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  (SPE) 
Certificates  from  individuals  who  do  not  meet  the  physical  qualifi- 
cation requirements  in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations 
for  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  in  Missouri  intrastate  com- 
merce because  of  impaired  vision  or  an  established  medical  history 
or  clinical  diagnosis  of  diabetes  mellitus  currently  requiring  insulin 
for  control.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificates  will  authorize  these 
individuals  to  qualify  as  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles 
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(CM Vs),  in  intrastate  commerce  only,  without  meeting  the  vision 
standard  prescribed  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(10),  if  applicable,  or  the 
diabetes  standard  prescribed  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the  address  stated  below,  on 
or  before,  August  15,  2014. 

ADDRESSES:  You  may  submit  comments  concerning  an  applicant, 
identified  by  the  Application  Number  stated  below,  by  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing methods: 

• Email:  kathy.hatfield@modot.mo.gov 

• Mail:  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0893 

• Hand  Delivery : 1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109 

• Instructions:  All  comments  submitted  must  include  the  agency  name 
and  Application  Number  for  this  public  notice.  For  detailed  instruc- 
tions on  submitting  comments,  see  the  Public  Participation  heading  of 
the  Supplementary  Information  section  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
received  will  be  open  and  available  for  public  inspection  and  MoDOT 
may  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

COMMENTS  RECEIVED 
BECOME  MoDOT  PUBLIC  RECORD 

• By  submitting  any  comments  to  MoDOT,  the  person  authorizes 
MoDOT  to  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

• Docket:  For  access  to  the  department’s  file,  to  read  background 
documents  or  comments  received,  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65109,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Kathy  J.  Hatfield, 
Motor  Carrier  Investigations  Specialist,  (573)  526-9926,  MoDOT 
Motor  Carrier  Services  Division,  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102-0893.  Office  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  CT, 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Public  Participation 

If  you  want  us  to  notify  you  that  we  received  your  comments,  please 
include  a self-addressed,  stamped  envelope  or  postcard. 

Background 

The  individuals  listed  in  this  notice  have  recently  filed  applications 
requesting  MoDOT  to  issue  SPE  Certificates  to  exempt  them  from 
the  physical  qualification  requirements  relating  to  vision  in  49  CFR 
391 .41(b)(  10),  or  to  diabetes  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3),  which  other- 
wise apply  to  drivers  of  CMVs  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce. 

Under  section  622.555,  RSMo  Supp.  2013,  MoDOT  may  issue  an 
SPE  Certificate,  for  not  more  than  a two-  (2-)  year  period,  if  it  finds 
that  the  applicant  has  the  ability,  while  operating  CMVs,  to  maintain 
a level  of  safety  that  is  equivalent  to  or  greater  than  the  driver  qual- 
ification standards  of  49  CFR  391.41.  Upon  application,  MoDOT 
may  renew  an  exemption  upon  expiration. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  will  evaluate  the  qualifications  of  each  appli- 
cant to  determine  whether  issuing  an  SPE  Certificate  will  comply 
with  the  statutory  requirements  and  will  achieve  the  required  level  of 
safety.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificate  is  only  applicable  to  intrastate 
transportation  wholly  within  Missouri. 

Qualifications  of  Applicants 

Application  #141 

Renewal  Applicant’s  Name  & Age:  Marty  K.  Campbell,  41 


Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Vision  impaired. 

Mr.  Campbell’s  best-corrected  visual  acuity  in  his  left  eye  is  20/20 
Snellen.  He  was  born  with  slight  hand  motion  and  light  perception  in 
the  right  eye. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  Mr.  Campbell  has  approximately  four- 
teen (14)  years  commercial  motor  vehicle  driving  experience.  He  dri- 
ves personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  and  Date:  Following  an  examination  in  June,  2014, 
his  optometrist  certified,  his  condition  would  not  adversely  affect  his 
ability  to  operate  a commercial  vehicle  safely. 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  No  accidents  or  violations  on 
record  for  the  previous  three  (3)  years. 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Motor  Carrier  Services 
Division,  pursuant  to  section  622.555,  RSMo,  and  rule  7 CSR  10- 
25.010,  requests  public  comment  from  all  interested  persons  on  the 
applications  for  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates 
described  in  this  notice.  We  will  consider  all  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  closing  date  indicated  earlier  in 
this  notice. 

Issued  on:  June  16,  2014 

Scott  Marion,  Motor  Carrier  Services  Director,  Missouri  Department 
of  Transportation. 


Title  8— DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  AND 
INDUSTRIAL  RELATIONS 
Division  10 — Division  of  Employment  Security 
Chapter  4— Unemployment  Insurance 

NON-SUBSTANTIVE  CHANGE  REQUEST 

The  Division  of  Employment  Security  requests  that  the  secretary  of 
state  make  a non-substantive  change  to  the  following  rule(s)  in  accor- 
dance with  the  provisions  of  section  536.032,  RSMo.  The  contact 
information  for  the  division  needs  to  be  updated.  The  phone  number 
should  be  changed  from  573-751-3331  to  (573)  751-3340.  The  web 
address  should  be  changed  from  http://www.dolir.state.mo.us/es/  to 
www.  labor,  mo . gov/DES/employers . 

8 CSR  10-4.160(10)  Lessor  Employing  Units 

This  change  will  appear  in  the  July  31,  2014  update  to  the  Code  of 
State  Regulations . 


Title  19— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
SENIOR  SERVICES 

Division  60— Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review 
Committee 

Chapter  50— Certificate  of  Need  Program 

NOTIFICATION  OF  REVIEW: 
APPLICATION  REVIEW  SCHEDULE 

The  Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee  has  initiated 
review  of  the  applications  listed  below.  A decision  is  tentatively 
scheduled  for  September  8,  2014.  These  applications  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  address  shown  below: 

Date  Filed 

Project  Number:  Project  Name 
City  (County) 

Cost,  Description 
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06/25/14 

#5063  HS:  The  Children’s  Mercy  Hospital 
Independence  (Jackson  County) 

$4,103,239,  Add  3rd  MRI  Unit 

06/26/14 

#5072  NS:  Sylvia  G.  Thompson  Residence  Center  II 
Sedalia  (Pettis  County) 

$7,500,000,  Establish  60-bed  SNF 

06/27/14 

#5075  RS:  Villas  of  Jackson 
Jackson  (Cape  Girardeau  County) 

$6,500,000,  Establish  58-bed  ALF 

#5071  RS:  Harbor  Place 
Warrenton  (Warren  County) 

$1,300,000,  Establish  36-bed  RCF 

#5066  RS:  Wagner  Residential  Care 
Fredericktown  (Madison  County) 

$345,191,  Add  10  RCF  beds 

#5077  RS:  Carthage  Assisted  Living 
Carthage  (Jasper  County) 

$6,500,000,  Establish  50-bed  ALF 

#5079  NS:  Green  Hills  Care  Center 
Kansas  City  (Platte  County) 

$13,246,000,  Establish  120-bed  SNF 

#5073  HS:  St.  Luke’s  Hospital  of  Kansas  City 
Kansas  City  (Jackson  County) 

$1,850,000,  Replace  Robotic  Surgery  System 

#5074  HS:  St.  Luke’s  Hospital  of  Kansas  City 
Kansas  City  (Jackson  County) 

$1,850,000,  Replace  Robotic  Surgery  System 

Any  person  wishing  to  request  a public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of 
commenting  on  these  applications  must  submit  a written  request  to 
this  effect,  which  must  be  received  by  July  28,  2014.  All  written 
requests  and  comments  should  be  sent  to — 

Chairman 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 
c/o  Certificate  of  Need  Program 
3418  Knipp  Drive,  Suite  F 
PO  Box  570 

Jefferson  City,  MO  65102 

For  additional  information  contact 
Karla  Houchins,  (573)  751-6403. 


STATUTORY  LIST  OF  CONTRACTORS 
BARRED  FROM  PUBLIC  WORKS  PROJECTS 
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JphjYE.  Lindsey,  Division  Di 


The  Secretary  of  State  is  required  by  sections  347.141  and  359.481,  RSMo  2000,  to  publish  dissolutions  of  limited  liability  com- 
panies and  limited  partnerships.  The  content  requirements  for  the  one-time  publishing  of  these  notices  are  prescribed  by 
statute.  This  listing  is  published  pursuant  to  these  statutes.  We  request  that  documents  submitted  for  publication  in  this  section 
be  submitted  in  camera  ready  8 1/2"  x 11"  manuscript  by  email  to  dissolutions@sos.mo.gov. 


NOTICE  OF  WINDING  UP  OF 
LIMITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY 
TO  ALL  CREDITORS  OF 
AND  CLAIMANTS  AGAINST 
CEC  INVESTMENT  FUND,  LLC 

On  May  7,  2014,  CEC  Investment  Fund,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company  (the 
“Company”),  filed  its  notice  of  winding  up  with  the  Missouri  Secretary  of  State. 

The  Company  requests  that  all  persons  and  organizations  who  have  claims  against  the  Company 
present  those  claims  immediately  by  letter  to  CEC  Investment  Fund,  LLC,  do  CEC  LendCo., 
LLC,  600  Mason  Ridge  Center  Drive,  Saint  Louis,  Missouri  63141,  Attention:  Michael  A. 
Samuels.  All  claims  must  include  (1)  the  name,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  claimant,  (2) 
the  amount  claimed,  (3)  the  basis  for  the  claim,  (4)  the  date(s)  on  which  the  event(s)  on  which 
the  claim  is  based  occurred,  and  (5)  documentation  supporting  the  claim. 

NOTICE:  BECAUSE  OF  THE  WINDING  UP  OF  CEC  INVESTMENT  FUND,  LLC,  ANY 

CLAIMS  AGAINST  IT  WILL  BE  BARRED  UNLESS  A PROCEEDING  TO  ENFORCE  THE 

CLAIM  IS  COMMENCED  WITHIN  THREE  (3)  YEARS  AFTER  THE  PUBLICATION  DATE 
OF  THE  THREE  NOTICES  AUTHORIZED  BY  STATUTE,  WHICHEVER  IS  PUBLISHED 
LAST.  si  * S 


Michael  A.  Samuels,  Authorized  Representative 


NOTICE  OF  CORPORATE  DISSOLUTION  TO  ALL  CREDITORS  OF  AND  CLAIMANTS  AGAINST 

ORIGINAL  ETG,  INC. 

On  April  21,  2014,  ORIGINAL  ETG,  INC.,  a Missouri  Corporation,  filed  its  Articles  of  Dissolution  by 
Voluntary  Action  with  the  Missouri  Secretary  of  State  effective  April  21,  2014.  All  claims  against  the 
corporation  should  be  presented  in  accordance  with  this  notice.  Claims  must  be  made  in  writing  to 
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and  telephone  number  of  the  claimant;  the  date  of  the  event  on  which  the  claim  is  based;  and  brief 
description  of  the  nature  of  the  debt  and  amount  of  the  claim. 

All  claims  against  ORIGINAL  ETG,  INC.  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim 
is  commenced  within  two  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 
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Notice  of  Winding  Up  for 
Limited  Liability  Company 
to  AH  Creditors  of 
and  Claimants  Against 

Integrated  Business  Technology  Solutions,  LLC 

On  May  27,  2014,  Integrated  Business  Technology  Solutions,  LLC,  a Missouri 
limited  liability  company  (the  Company)  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  Limited 
Liability  Company  with  the  Missouri  Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  must  be  sent  to  David  Ricketts,  605  W.  Sunrise 
Dr.  Belton,  MO  64012.  Each  claim  must  include;  the  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  claimant;  amount  and  nature  of  the  claim;  date  upon  which  the  claim 
arose;  and  any  claim  documentation. 

A claim  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the 
claim  is  commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 


Notice  of  Dissolution  of 
Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and 
Claimants  Against 
Lot  4A  Hartman,  LLC 


On  June  5, 2014,  Lot  4A  Hartman,  LLC  ("the  Company’’),  a Missouri  limited  liability  company 
filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the  Missouri  Secretary  of 
State,  effective  on  June  5,  2014. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Blitz,  Bardgett  & Deutseh,  L.C.,  Attn:  Bridget 
M.  Nave,  120  South  Central  Avenue,  Ste  1650,  St.  Louis,  MO  63105.  Each  claim  must  include 
the  following  information:  the  name,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  the  amount 
claimed;  the  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  the  basis  for  the  claim;  and  documentation  for  the 
claim. 

All  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  Notice. 


Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
LS  LIVONIA  MI  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  6,  2014,  LS  Livonia  Ml  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company  (hereinafter 
the  “Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the  Missouri 
Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

AH  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 
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Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
LS  NORTH  LITTLE  ROCK  AR  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  2,  2014,  LS  North  Little  Rock  AR  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company 
(hereinafter  the  “Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the 
Missouri  Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

All  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 


Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
LS  HATTIESBURG  MS  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  6,  2014,  LS  Hattiesburg  MS  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company 
(hereinafter  the  “Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the 
Missouri  Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

All  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 


Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
LS  ST  PETERSBURG  FL  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  2,  2014,  LS  St  Petersburg  FL  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company 
(hereinafter  the  “Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the 
Missouri  Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

Ail  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 
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Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
LS  BOISE  ID  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  2,  2014,  LS  Boise  ID  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company  (hereinafter  the 
“Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the  Missouri 
Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

All  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 


Notice  of  Dissolution  of  Limited  Liability  Company 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
OAKLAND  PPD  RETURN,  LLC 


On  June  2,  2014,  Oakland  PPD  Return,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company  (hereinafter 
the  “Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the  Missouri 
Secretary  of  State. 

Any  claims  against  the  Company  may  be  sent  to:  Douglas  M.  Neeb,  1111  Main  Street,  Suite 
1600,  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  64105.  Each  claim  must  include  the  following  information:  name,  address 
and  phone  number  of  the  claimant;  amount  claimed;  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  basis  for  the  claim; 
and  documentation  in  support  of  the  claim 

AH  claims  against  the  Company  will  be  barred  unless  the  proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is 
commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 

NOTICE  OF  DISSOLUTION  AND  WINDING  UP 
OF  LIMITED  1 .1  ABILITY  COMPANY 


To  all  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against  Metro  Truck  & Trailer  Repair,  L.L.C.: 

Metro  Truck  & Trailer  Repair,  L.L.C.,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company,  has  elected 
to  dissolve  and  wind  up  the  business  of  the  limited  liability  company. 

Said  limited  liability  company  requests  that  all  persons  and  organizations  who  have 
claims  against  it  present  them  immediately  by  letter  to  the  company,  c/o  Nicholas  L.  Heinz  IV, 
Veluna,  LLC,  #7  Gateway  Commerce  Center  W,  Edwardsville,  Illinois  62025. 

All  claims  must  include:  the  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of  the  claimant,  the 
amount  claimed,  the  basis  for  the  claim,  the  date(s)  on  which  the  event(s)  on  which  the  claim  is 
based  occurred,  and  whether  the  claim  is  secured,  and  if  so,  a description  of  the  collateral. 

Because  of  the  dissolution  of  Metro  Truck  & Trailer  Repair,  L.L.C.,  any  claims  against  it 
will  be  barred  unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is  commenced  within  three  years  after  the 
publication  of  the  notices  authorized  by  statute. 
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NOTICE  OF  DISSOLUTION  AND  WINDING  UP 
OF  LIMITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY 


To  all  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against  Buske  Intermodal,  LLC: 

Buske  Intermodal,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company,  has  elected  to  dissolve  and 
wind  up  the  business  of  the  limited  liability  company. 

Said  limited  liability  company  requests  that  all  persons  and  organizations  who  have 
claims  against  it  present  them  immediately  by  letter  to  the  company,  c/o  Nicholas  L.  Heinz  IV, 
Veluna,  LLC,  #7  Gateway  Commerce  Center  W,  Edwardsville,  Illinois  62025. 

All  claims  must  include:  the  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of  the  claimant,  the 
amount  claimed,  the  basis  for  the  claim,  the  date(s)  on  which  the  event(s)  on  which  the  claim  is 
based  occurred,  and  whether  the  claim  is  secured,  and  if  so,  a description  of  the  collateral. 

Because  of  the  dissolution  of  Buske  Intermodal,  LLC,  any  claims  against  it  will  be  barred 
unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is  commenced  within  three  years  after  the  publication  of 
the  notices  authorized  by  statute. 

NOTICE  OF  DISSOLUTION  AND  WINDING  UP 
OF  LIMITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY 


To  all  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against  SPD  1 Logistics,  LLC: 

SPD  I Logistics,  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company,  has  elected  to  dissolve  and 
wind  up  the  business  of  the  limited  liability  company. 

Said  limited  liability  company  requests  that  all  persons  and  organizations  who  have 
claims  against  it  present  them  immediately  by  letter  to  the  company,  c/o  Nicholas  L.  Heinz  IV, 
Veluna,  LLC,  #7  Gateway  Commerce  Center  W,  Edwardsville,  Illinois  62025. 

All  claims  must  include:  the  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of  the  claimant,  the 
amount  claimed,  the  basis  for  the  claim,  the  date(s)  on  which  the  event(s)  on  which  the  claim  is 
based  occurred,  and  whether  the  claim  is  secured,  and  if  so,  a description  of  the  collateral. 

Because  of  the  dissolution  of  SPD  1 Logistics,  LLC,  any  claims  against  it  will  be  barred 
unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is  commenced  within  three  years  after  the  publication  of 
the  notices  authorized  by  statute. 
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11  CSR  45-4.020 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  192 

39  MoReg  1158 

11  CSR  45-4.030 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  196 

39  MoReg  1159 

11  CSR  45-4.055 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  196 

39  MoReg  1159 

11  CSR  45-4.190 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  196 

39  MoReg  1159 

11  CSR  45-4.200 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  197 

39  MoReg  1159 

11  CSR  45-4.205 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  198R 

39  MoReg  1159R 

11  CSR  45-4.230 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  652 

11  CSR  45-4.260 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  198 

39  MoReg  1160 

11  CSR  45-4.380 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  201 

39  MoReg  1160 

11  CSR  45-4.390 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  201 

39  MoReg  1161 

11  CSR  45-4.400 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  203 

39  MoReg  1161 

11  CSR  45-4.410 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  203 

39  MoReg  1161 

11  CSR  45-4.420 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  204 

39  MoReg  1162 

11  CSR  45-5.190 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  657 

11  CSR  45-5.225 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  658 

11  CSR  45-7.170 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  204 

39  MoReg  1162 

11  CSR  45-9.113 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  204 

39  MoReg  1162 

11  CSR  45-9.118 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  205 

39  MoReg  1162 

11  CSR  45-10.020 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  205 

39  MoReg  1163 

11  CSR  45-13.030 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

39  MoReg  205 

39  MoReg  1163 

12  CSR  10-109.050 

DEPARTMENT  OF  REVENUE 

Director  of  Revenue 

39  MoReg  495 

39  MoReg  1087 

13  CSR  40-7.035 

DEPARTMENT  OF  SOCIAL  SERVICES 

Family  Support  Division 

39  MoReg  1029 

13  CSR  65-2.010 

Missouri  Medicaid  Audit  and  Compliance 

39  MoReg  235 

39  MoReg  1119 

13  CSR  65-2.020 

Missouri  Medicaid  Audit  and  Compliance 

39  MoReg  238 

39  MoReg  1120 

13  CSR  65-2.030 

Missouri  Medicaid  Audit  and  Compliance 

39  MoReg  245 

39  MoReg  1127 

13  CSR  70-1.020 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

39  MoReg  854 

13  CSR  70-2.200 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

39  MoReg  856 

13  CSR  70-3.250 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

39  MoReg  858 

15  CSR  30-50.010 

ELECTED  OFFICIALS 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  835 

39  MoReg  249 

39  MoReg  1127 

15  CSR  30-50.040 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  835 

39  MoReg  249 

39  MoReg  1127 

15  CSR  30-52.015 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  836 

39  MoReg  250 

39  MoReg  1127 

15  CSR  30-52.030 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  836 

39  MoReg  250 

39  MoReg  1127 

15  CSR  30-52.275 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  837 

39  MoReg  251 

39  MoReg  1127 

15  CSR  30-54.010 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  837 

39  MoReg  251 

39  MoReg  1128 

15  CSR  30-54.070 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  837 

39  MoReg  251 

39  MoReg  1128 

15  CSR  30-54.150 

Secretary  of  State 

38  MoReg  838 

39  MoReg  252 

39  MoReg  1128 

16  CSR  10-3.010 

RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  497 

39  MoReg  1087 

16  CSR  10-4.014 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1078 

16  CSR  10-4.018 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1079 

16  CSR  10-5.010 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

38  MoReg  1235 

38  MoReg  2047 

16  CSR  10-5.030 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1079 

16  CSR  10-6.020 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  497 

39  MoReg  1088 

16  CSR  10-6.045 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1080 
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16  CSR  10-6.055 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1081 

16  CSR  10-6.090 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of 
Missouri 

39  MoReg  1082 

19  CSR  10-33.010 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  SENIOR  SERVICES 

Office  of  the  Director 

39  MoReg  732R 
39  MoReg  733 

19  CSR  30-20.070 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  441 

39  MoReg  1163 

19  CSR  30-20.088 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  443 

39  MoReg  1163 

19  CSR  30-20.090 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  443 

39  MoReg  1164 

19  CSR  30-20.094 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  444 

39  MoReg  1164 

19  CSR  30-20.096 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  446 

39  MoReg  1165 

19  CSR  30-20.104 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  447 

39  MoReg  1165 

19  CSR  30-20.108 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  448 

39  MoReg  1166 

19  CSR  30-20.116 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  449 

39  MoReg  1166 

19  CSR  30-20.125 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  450 

39  MoReg  1167 

19  CSR  30-20.136 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  451 

39  MoReg  1168 

19  CSR  30-20.138 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  452 

39  MoReg  1168 

19  CSR  30-20.140 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  452 

39  MoReg  1168 

19  CSR  30-22.020 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  453R 

39  MoReg  1169R 

19  CSR  30-22.030 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  453R 

39  MoReg  1169R 

19  CSR  30-24.040 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

39  MoReg  454R 

39  MoReg  1169R 

19  CSR  60-50 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  1173 
This  Issue 

19  CSR  60-50.400 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  861 

19  CSR  60-50.410 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  863 

19  CSR  60-50.415 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  863 

19  CSR  60-50.420 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  866 

19  CSR  60-50.430 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  866 

19  CSR  60-50.440 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  867 

19  CSR  60-50.450 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  868 

19  CSR  60-50.600 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  868 

19  CSR  60-50.700 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

39  MoReg  868 

20  CSR 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE,  FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL  REGISTRATION 

Applied  Behavior  Analysis  Maximum  Benefit 

38  MoReg  432 

39  MoReg  692 

20  CSR 

Construction  Claims  Binding  Arbitration  Cap 

39  MoReg  167 

20  CSR 

Sovereign  Immunity  Limits 

39  MoReg  167 

20  CSR 

State  Legal  Expense  Fund  Cap 

39  MoRes  167 

20  CSR  2085-8.070 

Board  of  Cosmetology  and  Barber  Examiners 

39  MoReg  68 

39  MoReg  1088 

20  CSR  2150-9.080 

State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 

This  Issue 

20  CSR  2231-2.010 

Division  of  Professional  Registration 

39  MoReg  498 

39  MoReg  1088 

22  CSR  10-2.094 

MISSOURI  CONSOLIDATED  HEALTH  CARE  PLAN 

Health  Care  Plan  39  MoReg  767 

39  MoReg  783 

This  Issue 

22  CSR  10-2.130 

Health  Care  Plan 

38  MoReg  1359R 

38  MoReg  1420R 

38  MoReg  2096R 
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Agency 

Department  of  Economic  Development 
Division  of  Business  and  Community  Services 
4 CSR  85-5.020  Preliminary  Application  . . 

4 CSR  85-8.011  Definitions 

4 CSR  85-8.021  Program  Administration  . . 

4 CSR  85-9.011  Definitions 

4 CSR  85-9.021  Application  Process 

4 CSR  85-9.031  Project  Proposal  

4 CSR  85-9.035  Support  Contract 

4 CSR  85-9.041  Event  Notification 

4 CSR  85-9.051  Cost  Certification  


Publication  Effective 


39  MoReg  1113 
39  MoReg  915 
39  MoReg  924 
39  MoReg  924 
39  MoReg  926 
39  MoReg  927 
39  MoReg  938 
39  MoReg  942 
39  MoReg  946 


. . .May  15,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 
. .April  11,  2014 


Department  of  Social  Services 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

13  CSR  70-15.010  Inpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement  Plan; 

Outpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement  Methodology  Next  Issue  July  1,  2014 

13  CSR  70-15.110  Federal  Reimbursement  Allowance  (FRA) Next  Issue  July  1,  2014 


Expiration 


Feb.  24,  2015 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 
.July  30,  2014 


Dec.  27,  2014 
Dec.  27,  2014 


Missouri  Consolidated  Health  Care  Plan 

Health  Care  Plan 

22  CSR  10-2.094  Tobacco-Free  Incentive  Provisions  and  Limitations 39  MoReg  767  May  1,  2014 Oct.  27,  2014 
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14 

Register 

Executive 

Orders 

14-06 

Subject  Matter 

2014 

Orders  that  the  Division  of  Energy  develop  a comprehensive  State  Energy  Plan 
to  chart  a course  toward  a sustainable  and  prosperous  energy  future  that  will 
create  jobs  and  improve  Missourians'  quality  of  life. 

Filed  Date 

1 

June  18,  2014 

Publication 

Next  Issue 

14-05 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and  directs  that  the 
Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated.  May  11,  2014 

39  MoReg  1114 

14-04 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and  directs  that  the 
Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated.  April  3,  2014 

39  MoReg  1027 

14-03 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory  authority  over 
certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agencies. 

March  20,  2014 

39  MoReg  958 

14-02 

Orders  the  Honor  and  Remember  Flag  be  flown  at  the  State  Capitol  each 
Armed  Forces  Day,  held  on  the  third  Saturday  of  each  May. 

March  20,  2014 

39  MoReg  956 

14-01 

Creates  the  Missouri  Military  Partnership  to  protect,  retain,  and  enhance  the 
Department  of  Defense  activities  in  the  state  of  Missouri. 

Jan.  10,  2014 

39  MoReg  491 

13-14 

2013 

Orders  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue  to  follow  sections  143.031.1  and 
143.091,  RSMo,  and  require  all  taxpayers  who  properly  file  a joint  federal 
income  tax  return  to  file  a combined  state  income  tax  return. 

Nov.  14,  2013 

38  MoReg  2085 

13-13 

Advises  that  state  offices  will  be  closed  on  Friday  November  29,  2013. 

Nov.  1,  2013 

38  MoReg  1859 

13-12 

Activates  the  state  militia  in  response  to  the  heavy  rains,  flooding,  and  flash 
flooding  that  began  on  Aug.  2,  2013. 

Aug.  7,  2013 

38  MoReg  1459 

13-11 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  activates  the  Missouri  State  Operation 
Plan  due  to  heavy  rains,  flooding,  and  flash  flooding. 

Aug.  6,  2013 

38  MoReg  1457 

13-10 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and  directs  that 
the  Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated. 

May  31,  2013 

38  MoReg  1097 

13-09 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory  authority  over 
certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agencies. 

May  3,  2013 

38  MoReg  879 

13-08 

Activates  the  state  militia  in  response  to  severe  weather  that 
began  on  April  16,  2013. 

April  19,  2013 

38  MoReg  823 

13-07 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  directs  that  the  Missouri  State 
Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated  due  to  severe  weather  that 
began  on  April  16,  2013. 

April  19,  2013 

38  MoReg  821 

13-06 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  activates  the  Missouri  State 
Emergency  Operations  Plan  in  response  to  severe  weather  that 
began  on  April  10,  2013. 

April  10,  2013 

38  MoReg  753 

13-05 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  directs  that  the  Missouri  State 
Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated  due  to  severe  weather  that 
began  on  Feb.  20,  2013. 

Feb.  21,  2013 

38  MoReg  505 

13-04 

Expresses  the  commitment  of  the  state  of  Missouri  to  the  establishment  of 
Western  Governors  University  (WGU)  as  a non-profit  institution  of  higher 
education  located  in  Missouri  that  will  provide  enhanced  access  for 
Missourians  to  enroll  in  and  complete  on-line,  competency-based  higher 
education  programs.  Contemporaneously  with  this  Executive  Order,  the  state 
of  Missouri  is  entering  into  a Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  with 
WGU  to  further  memorialize  and  establish  the  partnership  between  the  state 
of  Missouri  and  WGU. 

Feb.  15,  2013 

38  MoReg  467 

13-03 

Orders  the  transfer  of  the  Division  of  Energy  from  the  Missouri  Department 
of  Natural  Resources  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development. 

Feb.  4,  2013 

38  MoReg  465 

13-02 

Orders  the  transfer  of  the  post-issuance  compliance  functions  for  tax  credit 
and  job  incentive  programs  from  the  Missouri  Department  of  Economic 
Development  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Revenue. 

Feb.  4,  2013 

38  MoReg  463 

13-01 

Orders  the  transfer  of  the  Center  for  Emergency  Response  and  Terrorism 
from  the  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services  to  the  Department  of 
Public  Safety. 

Feb.  4,  2013 

38  MoReg  461 
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ADMINISTRATION,  OFFICE  OF 

state  official’s  salary  compensation  schedule;  1 CSR  10;  12/2/13 

AIR  QUALITY,  AIR  POLLUTION  CONTROL 

additional  air  quality  control  measures  may  be  required  when 
sources  are  clustered  in  a small  land  area;  10  CSR  10- 
5.240;  11/15/13,  6/2/14 

ambient  air  quality  standards;  10  CSR  10-6.010;  12/16/13,  6/2/14 
control  of  petroleum  liquid  storage,  loading,  and  transfer;  10  CSR 
10-5.220;  4/1/14 

hospital,  medical,  infection  waste  incinerators;  10  CSR  10-6.200; 

9/3/13,  12/2/13,  6/2/14 
reference  methods;  10  CSR  10-6.040;  4/15/14 
restriction  of  emission  of  odors;  10  CSR  10-6.165;  3/17/14 

BREATH  ALCOHOL  IGNITION  INTERLOCK  DEVICE 
CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERATIONAL  REQUIREMENTS 

approval  procedure;  7 CSR  60-2.020;  4/15/13 
breath  alcohol  ignition  interlock  device  security;  7 CSR  60-2.050; 
4/15/13 

definitions;  7 CSR  60-2.010;  4/15/13 

responsibilities  of  authorized  service  providers;  7 CSR  60-2.040; 
4/15/13 

standards  and  specifications;  7 CSR  60-2.030;  4/15/13 
suspension  or  revocation  of  approval  of  a device;  7 CSR  60-2.060; 
4/15/13 

BUSINESS  AND  COMMUNITY  SERVICES,  DIVISION  OF 

application  process 

4 CSR  85-9.021;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
4 CSR  85-10.030;  3/17/14 
completion  and  closing;  4 CSR  85-10.040;  3/17/14 
cost  certification;  4 CSR  85-9.051;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
definitions 

4 CSR  85-8.011;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
4 CSR  85-9.011;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
event  notification 

4 CSR  85-9.041;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
general  organization;  4 CSR  85-10.010;  3/17/14 
miscellaneous;  4 CSR  85-10.060;  3/17/14 
model  procurement  standards;  4 CSR  85-10.050;  3/17/14 
preliminary  application;  4 CSR  85-5.020;  6/16/14 
project  proposal 

4 CSR  85-9.031;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
program  administration 

^ 4 CSR  85-8.021;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 
remediation  tax  credits;  4 CSR  85-10.020;  3/17/14 
support  contract;  4 CSR  85-9.035;  3/3/14,  5/1/14,  6/16/14 

CERTIFICATE  OF  NEED  PROGRAM 

application  package;  19  CSR  60-50.430;  4/15/14 
application  review  schedule;  19  CSR  60-50;  5/15/14,  7/1/14,  7/15/14 
certificate  of  need  decisions;  19  CSR  60-50.600;  4/15/14 
criteria  and  standards  for  equipment  and  new  hospitals;  19  CSR  60- 
50.440;  4/15/14 

criteria  and  standards  for  long-term  care;  19  CSR  60-50.450; 
4/15/14 

letter  of  intent  package;  19  CSR  60-50.410;  4/15/14 
letter  of  intent  process;  19  CSR  60-50.400;  4/15/14 
post-decision  activity;  19  CSR  60-50.700;  4/15/14 
review  process;  19  CSR  60-50.420;  4/15/14 
special  exemption  subcommittee;  19  CSR  60-50.415;  4/15/14 

CHILDREN’S  DIVISION 

basic  residential  treatment  for  children  and  youth  core  requirements 
(applicable  to  all  agencies)-basis  for  licensure  and  licens- 
ing procedures;  13  CSR  35-71.020;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 


buildings,  grounds,  and  equipment;  13  CSR  35-71.080;  1/15/14, 
5/15/14 

child  care  program;  13  CSR  35-71.110;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
court  review  and  dispositional  hearing;  13  CSR  35-71.030; 

1/15/14,  5/15/14 

definitions;  13  CSR  35-71.010;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
exemptions  of  religious  residential  treatment  for  children  and  youth 
operating  sites;  13  CSR  35-71.025;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
hand-up  pilot  program;  13  CSR  35-32.040;  6/3/13,  10/1/13 
health  care;  13  CSR  35-71.075;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
hearings  and  judicial  review;  13  CSR  35-71.035;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
organization  and  administration;  13  CSR  35-71.040;  1/15/14, 
5/15/14 

personnel;  13  CSR  35-71.045;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
protection  and  care  of  the  child;  13  CSR  35-71.070;  1/15/14, 
5/15/14 

record  keeping;  13  CSR  35-71.090;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
social  services  program;  13  CSR  35-71.060;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
specialized  standards  for  intensive  residential  treatment  for  children 
and  youth;  13  CSR  35-71.140;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
specialized  standards-residential  treatment  for  children  and  youth; 

13  CSR  35-71.130;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
specific  rules  for  basic  care  agencies  providing  care  for  infant,  tod- 
dler, or  preschool  age  children  (birth  through  age  six);  13 
CSR  35-71.100;  1/15/14,  5/15/14 
specific  rules  for  residential  treatment  agencies  for  children  and 
youth  providing  maternity  care;  13  CSR  35-71.120; 
1/15/14,  5/15/14 

staff  qualifications  and  requirements;  13  CSR  35-71.050;  1/15/14, 
5/15/14 

CONSERVATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

class  I and  class  II  wildlife  breeder:  records  required;  3 CSR  10- 
9.359;  7/15/14 

closing;  3 CSR  10-11.115;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
deer 

antlerless  deer  hunting  permit  availability;  3 CSR  10-7.437; 
6/2/14 

firearms  hunting  season;  3 CSR  10-7.433;  6/2/14 
landowner  privileges;  3 CSR  10-7.434;  6/2/14 
endangered  species;  3 CSR  10-4.111;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
fishing 

daily  and  possession  limits 

3 CSR  10-11.210;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
3 CSR  10-12.140;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
length  limits 

3 CSR  10-11.215;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
3 CSR  10-12.145;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
methods  and  limits;  3 CSR  10-11.205;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
general  prohibition;  applications;  3 CSR  10-4.110;  7/15/14 
licensed  hunting  preserve 

permit;  3 CSR  10-9.560;  7/15/14 
privileges;  3 CSR  10-9.565;  7/15/14 
records  required;  3 CSR  10-9.566;  7/15/14 
other  fish;  3 CSR  10-6.550;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
privileges  of  class  I and  class  II  wildlife  breeders;  3 CSR  10-9.353; 
7/15/14 

sale  of  live  bait;  3 CSR  10-10.735;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
use  of  boats  and  motors;  3 CSR  10-12.110;  4/15/14,  7/1/14 
wildlife  confinement  standards;  3 CSR  10-9.220;  7/15/14 

COSMETOLOGY  AND  BARBER  EXAMINERS,  BOARD  OF 

instructor  renewal  and  inactive  license  requirements;  20  CSR  2085- 
8.070;  1/2/14,  6/2/14 
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DEAF  AND  HARD  OF  HEARING,  MISSOURI 
COMMISSION  FOR  THE 

application  for  interpreter  in  Missouri;  5 CSR  100-200.050;  3/3/14 
certification  maintenance;  5 CSR  100-200.130;  3/3/14 
fees;  5 CSR  100-200.150;  3/3/14 
general  organization;  5 CSR  100-200.010;  3/3/14 
Missouri  interpreters  certification  system 
5 CSR  100-200.030;  3/3/14 
5 CSR  100-200.035;  3/3/14 

performance  test  and  evaluation;  5 CSR  100-200.070;  3/3/14 

provisional  certification  in  education;  5 CSR  100-200.045;  3/3/14 

reinstatement;  5 CSR  100-200.210;  3/3/14 

restricted  certification  in  education;  5 CSR  100-200.040;  3/3/14 

skill  level  standards;  5 CSR  100-200.170;  3/3/14 

voluntary  recertification;  5 CSR  100-200.075;  3/3/14 

written  test;  5 CSR  100-200.060;  3/3/14 

EEEMENTARY  AND  SECONDARY  EDUCATION,  DEPART- 
MENT OF 

administrative  appeal  procedure  for  applicants  denied  certification; 

5 CSR  20-400.120;  1/15/14,  6/2/14 
administrative  procedures  for  recertifying  teachers  whose  certifi- 
cates have  been  revoked  by  a certificating  authority  other 
than  the  state  board  of  education;  5 CSR  20-400.140; 
1/15/14,  6/2/14 

administrative  procedures  for  recertifying  teachers  whose  certifi- 
cates have  been  revoked  by  the  state  board  of  education; 

5 CSR  20-400.130;  1/15/14,  6/2/14 
appeals;  5 CSR  20-500.170;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
confidentiality  and  release  of  information;  5 CSR  20-500.130; 
3/3/14,  7/1/14 

due  process  hearing;  5 CSR  20-500.190;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
eligibility;  5 CSR  20-500.150;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
informal  review;  5 CSR  20-500.180;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
mediation;  5 CSR  20-500.200;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
minimum  standards;  5 CSR  20-500.140;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 
Missouri  advisory  board  for  educator  preparation  (MABEP);  5 
CSR  20-400.450;  6/2/14 

Missouri  school  improvement  program;  5 CSR  20-100.170; 

12/2/13,  5/1/14 

order  of  selection  for  services;  5 CSR  20-500.160;  3/3/14,  7/1/14 

ENERGY,  DIVISION  OF 

certification  of  renewable  energy  and  renewable  energy  compliance 
account 

4 CSR  340-8.010;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-8.010;  7/1/14 
energy  set-aside  fund 
definitions 

4 CSR  340-2.010;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-2.010;  7/1/14 

energy-efficiency  and  renewable  energy  loan  cycle;4  CSR  340- 
2;  7/1/14 
general  provisions 

4 CSR  340-2.020;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-2.020;  7/1/14 
Missouri  propane  education  and  research  program 
definitions  and  general  provisions-membership 
4 CSR  340-6.010;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-6.010;  7/1/14 
state  building  minimum  energy  efficiency  standard 
4 CSR  340-7.010;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-7.010;  7/1/14 
wood  energy  credit 

4 CSR  340-4.010;  7/1/14 
10  CSR  140-4.010;  7/1/14 


EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and 

directs  the  Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be 
activated;  14-04;  5/15/14 

declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and 

directs  the  Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be 
activated;  14-05;  6/16/14 

designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory 
authority  over  certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agen- 
cies; 14-03;  5/1/14 

orders  the  honor  and  remember  flag  be  flown  at  the  state  capitol 

each  armed  forces  day,  held  on  the  third  Saturday  of  each 
May;  14-02;  5/1/14 

FAMILY  SUPPORT  DIVISION 

community  programs 

formula  for  the  distribution  of  community  service  block  grant 
funds  to  community  action  agencies;  13  CSR  40- 
24.080;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 

supplemental  funding  formula  for  community  action  agencies 
to  administer  the  CSBG  program;  13  CSR  40- 
24.090;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 

use  of  community  service  block  grant  discretionary  funds;  13 
CSR  40-24.100;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 
participation  verification;  13  CSR  40-7.035;  5/15/14 

GAMING  COMMISSION,  MISSOURI 

access  to  areas  of  class  B licensee  facilities;  11  CSR  45-7.170; 
1/15/14,  7/1/14 

affiliate  supplier’s  license;  11  CSR  45-4.205;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
application  for  class  A or  class  B license;  11  CSR  45-4.030; 
1/15/14,  7/1/14 

application  period  and  fees  for  a class  A and  class  B license;  11 
CSR  45-4.055  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
definitions;  11  CSR  45-1.090;  3/3/14 
identification  badge  requirements;  11  CSR  45-4.410;  1/15/14, 
7/1/14 

licensee  performance  of  duties;  11  CSR  45-4.400;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
licensee’s  and  applicant’s  duty  to  disclose  changes  in  information; 

11  CSR  45-10.020;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
license  renewal  and  continuing  suitability  requirement;  11  CSR  45- 
4.190;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 

licenses,  restrictions  on  licenses,  licensing  authority  for  the  execu- 
tive director,  and  other  definitions;  11  CSR  45-4.020; 
1/15/14,  7/1/14 

minimum  internal  control  standards  (MICS) 

chapter  K;  11  CSR  45-9.111;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 
chapter  M;  11  CSR  45-9.113;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
chapter  R;  11  CSR  45-9.118;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
chapter  S;  11  CSR  45-9.119;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 
minimum  standards  for  electronic  gaming  devises;  11  CSR  45- 
5.190;  3/3/14 

occupational  and  key  person/key  business  entity  license  application 
and  annual  fees;  11  CSR  45-4.380;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
occupational  license;  11  CSR  45-4.420;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
occupational  license  renewal;  11  CSR  45-4.390;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
occupational  licenses  for  class  A,  class  B,  and  suppliers;  11  CSR 
45-4.260;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 

requests  for  gaming  devices  and  associated  equipment  approval; 

11  CSR  45-5.225;  3/3/14 

requests  for  hearings;  11  CSR  45-13.030;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
types  of  licenses;  11  CSR  45-4.010;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
shipping  of  electronic  gaming  devices,  gaming  equipment,  or 
supplies;  11  CSR  45-5.237;  12/2/13,  5/1/14 
supplier’s  license;  11  CSR  45-4.200;  1/15/14,  7/1/14 
supplier’s  license  criteria;  11  CSR  45-4.230;  3/3/14 

HEALING  ARTS,  STATE  BOARD  OF  REGISTRATION  FOR 

fees;  20  CSR  2150-9.080;  7/15/14 
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HEALTH  AND  SENIOR  SERVICES 

director,  office  of  the 

reporting  patient  abstract  data  by  hospitals  and  ambulatory 
surgical  centers;  19  CSR  10-33.010;  3/17/14 
regulation  and  licensure 

administrative  standards  for  rehabilitation  hospitals;  19  CSR 
30-22.020;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
central  services;  19  CSR  30-20.088;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
fire  safety,  general  safety,  and  operating  features;  19  CSR  30- 
20.108;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 

food  and  nutrition  services;  19  CSR  30-20.090;  2/3/14, 

7/1/14 

infection  prevention  and  control;  19  CSR  30-20.116;  2/3/14, 
7/1/14 

medical  records;  19  CSR  30-20.094;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
nursing  services;  19  CSR  30-20.096;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
registration  as  a hospital  infectious  waste  generator;  19  CSR 
30-20.070;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 

respiratory  care  services;  19  CSR  30-20.136;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
social  services;  19  CSR  30-20.104;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
specialized  inpatient  care  services;  19  CSR  30-20.138; 

2/3/14,  7/1/14 

standards  for  registration  as  a hospital  infectious  waste  genera- 
tor 

19  CSR  30-22.030;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
19  CSR  30-24.040;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
surgical  services;  19  CSR  30-20.140;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 
unlicensed  assistive  personnel  training  program;  19  CSR  30- 
20.125;  2/3/14,  7/1/14 

HIGHER  EDUCATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

educational  credit  for  military  training  or  service;  6 CSR  10- 
12.010;  6/16/14 

institutional  eligibility  for  student  participation;  6 CSR  10-2.140; 
5/15/14 

HIGHWAYS  AND  TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSION, 
MISSOURI 

organization;  general  provisions 

description,  organization,  and  information;  7 CSR  10-1.010; 
3/17/14 

scenic  byways 

application  procedures;  7 CSR  10-12.020;  2/18/14,  7/15/14 
nomination  review  process;  7 CSR  10-12.030;  2/18/14, 
7/15/14 

scenic  byways;  7 CSR  10-12.010;  2/18/14,  7/15/14 
skill  performance  evaluation  certificates  for  commercial  drivers;  7 
CSR  10-25.010;  6/16/14,  7/1/14,  7/15/14 

INSURANCE 

applied  behavior  analysis  maximum  benefit;  20  CSR;  3/3/14 
construction  claims  binding  arbitration  cap;  20  CSR;  1/2/14 
sovereign  immunity  limits;  20  CSR;  1/2/14 
state  legal  expense  fund;  20  CSR;  1/2/14 

LABOR  AND  INDUSTRIAL  RELATIONS,  DEPARTMENT 
OF 

employment  security 

appeals  to  an  appeals  tribunal;  8 CSR  10-5.010;  7/1/13, 
10/15/13 

lessor  employing  units;  8 CSR  10-4.160;  7/15/14 

MEDICAID  AUDIT  AND  COMPLIANCE,  MISSOURI 

definitions;  13  CSR  65-2.010;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
denial  or  limitations  of  applying  provider;  13  CSR  65-2.030; 
1/15/14,  6/16/14 

provider  enrollment  and  application;  13  CSR  65-2.020;  1/15/14, 
6/16/14 


MENTAL  HEALTH,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

designation  of  programs  to  receive  county  community  mental  health 
funds;  9 CSR  30-2.010;  2/3/14,  6/2/14 

MISSOURI  CONSOLIDATED  HEALTH  CARE  PLAN 

contributions;  22  CSR  10-2.030;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
coordination  of  benefits;  22  CSR  10-2.070;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
definitions 

22  CSR  10-2.010;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.010;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
general  foster  parent  membership  provisions;  22  CSR  10-2.110; 
1/2/14,  5/1/14 

general  membership  provisions 

22  CSR  10-2.020;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.020;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
general  organization;  22  CSR  10-1.010;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
limitations 

PPO  300  plan,  PPO  600  plan,  and  HDHP;  22  CSR  10-2.060; 
1/2/14,  5/1/14 

PPO  600  Plan,  PPO  1000  Plan,  and  HDHP;  22  CSR  10- 
3.060;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
pharmacy  benefit  summary 

22  CSR  10-2.090;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.090;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
pharmacy  employer  group  waiver  plan  for  medicare  primary  mem- 
bers; 22  CSR  10-2.089;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
plan  benefit  provisions  and  covered  charges 
high  deductible  health  plan 

22  CSR  10-2.053;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.055;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
medicare  supplement;  22  CSR  10-2.054;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
medical 

22  CSR  10-2.055;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.057;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
PPO  300;  22  CSR  10-2.051;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
PPO  600 

22  CSR  10-2.052;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.056;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
PPO  1000;  22  CSR  10-3.053;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
PPO  2000;  22  CSR  10-3.054;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
plan  utilization  review  policy 

22  CSR  10-2.045;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.045;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
public  records;  22  CSR  10-1.020;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
review  and  appeals  procedure 

22  CSR  10-2.075;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 
22  CSR  10-3.075;  1/2/14,  5/1/14 

tobacco-free  incentive  provisions  and  limitations;  22  CSR  10-2.094; 
4/1/14,  7/15/14 

wellness  center  provisions,  charges,  and  services;  22  CSR  10- 
2.140;  1/2/14,  5/1/uf 

MO  HEALTHNET 

MO  HealthNet  program  benefits  fro  human  organ  and  bone  mar- 
row/stem cell  transplants  and  related  medical  services;  13 
CSR  70-2.200;  4/15/14 

payment  policy  for  early  elective  delivery;  13  CSR  70-3.250; 
4/15/14 

prospective  reimbursement  plan  for  nonstate-operated  facilities  for 
ICF/MR  services;  13  CSR  70-10.030;  1/15/14,  5/1/14 
standards  for  privacy  of  individually  identifiable  health  information; 
13  CSR  70-1.020;  4/15/14 

OCCUPATIONAL  THERAPY,  MISSOURI  BOARD  OF 

application  for  limited  permit;  20  CSR  2205-3.030;  2/3/14, 

5/15/14 
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PROFESSIONAL  REGISTRATION,  DIVISION  OF 

designation  of  license  renewal  dates  and  related  renewal  informa- 
tion; 20  CSR  2231-2.010;  2/18/14,  6/2/14 

PROPANE  GAS  COMMISSION,  MISSOURI 

liquefied  petroleum  gases 

definitions  and  general  provisions;  2 CSR  90-10.001;  7/15/14 
inspection  authority-duties;  2 CSR  90-10.011;  7/15/14 
NFPA  Manual  54,  National  Fuel  Gas  Code',  2 CSR  90- 
10.020;  7/15/14 

NFPA  Manual  58,  Storage  and  Handling  of  Liquefied 
Petroleum  Gases',  2 CSR  90-10.040;  7/15/14 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

discovery  and  prehearings;  4 CSR  240-2.090;  3/3/14,  7/15/14 

RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 

Missouri  local  government  employees’  retirement  system 
(LAGERS) 

correction  of  errors;  16  CSR  20-2.060;  2/3/14,  5/15/14 
public  school  retirement  system  of  Missouri,  the 
beneficiary 

16  CSR  10-5.030;  6/2/14 
16  CSR  10-6.090;  6/2/14 

payment  for  reinstatement  and  credit  purchases;  16  CSR  10- 
6.045;  6/2/14 

payment  of  funds  to  the  retirement  system;  16  CSR  10-3.010; 
2/18/14,  6/2/14 

reinstatement  and  credit  purchases;  16  CSR  10-4.014;  6/2/14 
source  of  funds;  16  CSR  10-6.020;  2/18/14,  6/2/14 
uniformed  services  employment  and  reemployment  rights  act; 
16  CSR  10-4.018;  6/2/14 
16  CSR  10-6.055;  6/2/14 

SECURITIES 

application  for  registration;  15  CSR  30-52.015;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
definitions;  15  CSR  30-50.010;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
forms;  15  CSR  30-50.040;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
general;  15  CSR  30-54.010;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
NASAA  statement  of  policy;  15  CSR  30-52.030;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
not-for-profit  securities;  15  CSR  30-54.070;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
small  company  offering  registration  (formerly  Missouri  issuer  reg- 
istration); 15  CSR  30-52.275;  1/15/14,  6/16/14 
suggested  form  of  investment  letter;  15  CSR  30-54.150;  1/15/14, 
6/16/14 


TAX 

taxation  of  software;  12  CSR  10-109.050;  2/18/14,  6/2/14 

TAX  COMMISSION,  STATE 

agricultural  land  productive  values;  12  CSR  30-4.010;  2/3/14, 
5/15/14 
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